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ADTERTISEMENT. 

- The following Report, except the commencement of the discussions on 
the first day, has been prepared from copious notes taken carefully du^ 
ring: the debate. Tlie writer had been in the habit of attending public wor- 
ship, in the First Presbyterian Church in this city, from his childhood; and, 
havingread Mf. Bdmes' sermon, was not able to discover that the doctrines 
contained in it differed, materially, from those he had been accustomed to 
hear preached, as long as he could remember. He was, therefore, desirous 
to learn what were the objections to the sermon; how they could be support- 
ed t.nd how answered; and what understanding of the Confession of Faith, 
was adopted generally by the clergy of the Presbyterian Church, Accord- 
ingly, he went to the place of meeting, prepared to take notes for the satis- 
faction of himself and some ]friends who also felt an interest in the subject. 
When he arrived, a few minutes after eleven o'clock, the discussion had 
commencM and the Rev, Dr. Skinner wjts speaking. The beginning of the 
debate on the 30th November, is, therefore, giyen from accounts already 
published and from verbal information; and part of Dr. Skinner's first speech, 
from a memorapdum kindly furnished by himsel£ For the correctness -of 
the r-mainder of the report, the writer is responsible. He believes it to be 
a true and impartial statement of what took place. . It is proper to explain, 
however, that the speeches were not' taken down in what is technically call- 
ed short-hand, the.writer not being a professed stenographer; and they are 
not pretended to be word for word as delivered. They are, nevertheless, the 
same in substance, though somewhat condensed and occasionally imperfect;^ 
and, in general, the language is nearly that of the speakers, the principal 
phrases, emphatic words and peculiar expressions having been carefully 
noted. Iff some places, the notes were obscure or illegible and the names^of 
speakers could not be ascertained; doubtful sentences or omissions from 
these causes are noticed where they octur. The Report is now published 
for several reasons: 1, Because a number of very respectable members of 
the Presbyterian Church, have expressed a wish tha,t it should be made 
public. 2, Because the writer believes, that it is the most correct account of 
the debate that can be given, and may furnish evidence preferable to rumors 
in circulation, some of which liave a tendency to produce the impression,^hat 
thfr members of the Presbytery, generally, treated each other with incivility. 
3. Because the writer thinks, that it may not be amiss, in existing circum- 
sUmces, to calUnthe aid of public opinion in the Presbyterian Church, to 
exert an influence in restraining ah angry spirit, which threatens to cause 
dissenaon among those who are expected to set an example of Christian 
charity. With this statement of the reporter's views and of the manner of 
prepsuration, tlie following pages are submitted to the reader. 

WM. B. DAVIDSON. 
Javvary 1831. 
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REPORT. 



Tuesday, November 30, 1830. 

This day, at 10 o'clock, A. M., the Presbytery of Philadelphia 
. mft in the Session -room, of the Second Presbyterian Ciiurch, a special 
meeting having been called by the Moderator, for the purpose of taking 
HD and issuing the business specified in the following resolutions, 
adopted by the Synod of Philadelphia, at their session in Lancaster, 
October SOth, 1830, viz: 

"1st Resolved^ That the Presbytery of Philadelphia, in not allowing 
the examination of Mr. Barnes, in connexion with his printed sermon 
previously to his receptioji as a member of Presbytery, and especially 
before his installation as Pastor of the First Presbyterian Church of 
Philadelphia, gave just'ground of complaint to the minority. 

**2d. fesofoec?. That the complainants be referred back to the Pres- 
bytery of which thej are members, with an injunction to that Presby- 
tery to hear and decide on their objections to the orthodoxy of the ser- 
mon of Mr. Barnes, and to take such order on th^ whole subject, as is 
required by a regard to the purity of the church, and its acknowledged 
doctrines and order." 

The business wa^ introduced by the Rev. Dr. Green, who presented 
a Idng minute in the form of a resolution, containing objections to the 
orthodoxy of the sermon j and moved that it be adopted as Expressive 
of the sense of the Presbytery thereon. 

• Dr. My move4 to postpone the consicieration of the minute offered 
by Dr. Green, that Presbytery may c^H upon the Stated Clerk for the 
charges a^nst Mr. Barnes, which- he was required to produce, at the 
last meeting of the Presbytery. 

Dr. Green oppo'sed this- motidn, on the ground that the Moderator of 
tiie fonner meeting had decided it to be out of order to take up the 
paper containing me charges; and that, therefore, the paper was not 
the property of the Presbytery. 

Dr. tenner— *With deference to the Rev. Father, whose knowledge 
. and experience in such matters are so much greater than my own, I 
would ask, whether it does follo'jf of course, that, because the Modera- 
tor'pronounces the consideration jof a paper- out of order at a certain 
season, or stage of business, the paper is by that decision of the Modera- 
tor thrust out of. doors? May not .the rcadingof that; paper be cfterwards 
in order? May not the Presbytery call for the reading of it, at some sub- 
sequent period? But could they properly order the reading of it, if the 
paper was not theirs? Sir, that paper of cnarj3;es v^as read, and read by a 
recorded vote of the Presbytery. If the Moderator's decision thrust 
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It out of the house, that vote of tiie Presbytery brought it back. Did 
it not belong to the Presbytery after it was read? Had any one a 
right to take that paper away without the Presbytery's consent? A 
paper read before tnis body, by a vote of the body solemnly passed, 
and also recorded 5 and yet that paper taken away without leave! 
fiir, I insist that this paper is the property of the Presbytery | and I 
hope Presbytery will decide, whether it is or is not in order to take up 
ihe charges. They were brought to the notice of Synod and had an 
influence there: we ought to do something with^ these charges; and I, 
as a member here, have a right t6 call for them to be produced. 

Mr. Engles* It ha& been reported out of doors, that I said, such a 
paper as the one- asked for, never existed. This report has been intvo^ 
. duced into my congregation, to injure me. . I deny that I ever made 
such an assertion. I did say, such a paper containing charges, haa 
not now existence, and is not the property of the Presbytery. It is 
true, it was read before Presbytery; but informally, irregularly, and 
unconstitutionally* I voted against its being read, because it had been 
thrown out before. Mr. Steel read it as part of his speech. 

Dr. <yA?mncr said, he thought this statement incorrect. 

Mr. Engles. I believe I am r^ht Reading did not make the pa- 
per the property of Presbytery. The decisions of the Moderator and of 
Presbytery show, that this paper was not considered as lying on the 
table. Our book of Discipline says, (reads Sec. 8 of ch. 5,) "When 
complaint is laid before the Presbytery, it must be reduced to writing; 
and nothing further is to be done at tne first meeting (unless by con- 
sent of parties,) than giving the minister a full copy of the charges, 
with the nam«s of the witnesses annexed ; and citing all parties, and 
their witnesses, to appearand be heard at the hejct meeting," &c. 
Have the previous stq)s been taken? Would not Presbytery have had 
A copy given, &c.? Presbytery, by a large majority, notwithstanding 
this paper, determined to proceed in the installation of Mr. Barnes; 
and this is an ar^ment not to be rebutted. Would they have done 
-80, if charges existed against the bishop called? Presbytery have no. 
right to know by whom, the paper was signed. Dr. Ely's motion supi- 
poses it was signed by Dr. Green and others; and he said the object of 
his motion was to exclude from yoting those who signed, because they 
are accusers. * 

Dr. Ely. I have spoken once^ End therefore^ I am not at liberty ta 
«peak again, without permission. I ask leave to say a few words* 

Modtraior. My deliberate opinion is, that the discussion of tran- 
sactions at a previous meeting, is out of orden The Form of Govern- 
ment, ch. 10, sec. 10, says: ^*And nothing shall be transacted at such. . 
special meetings besides the particular business for which th6 judica- 
tory has been thus convened. " The particular business for which this 
meeting was called, is contained in the. document before us and in the 
resolutions of Synod, My decision is, to hear objections against Mr. 
Barnes^ <Mrthodoxy as respects this sermon. No charges can be takea* 
into consideration. 

Dr. Sldnnsr asked for the reading at the Circular Letter, by whiek 
llie meiQ[ber&^wer0 called together. 
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Dr* JSlg inquired if Presbytery have not a right to take such order 
a0 is '* required by a regard to the piirity of the church." i 

The M)«?era/or repeated his decision* 

Dr. JSfy. Does the Moderator mean to decide that my mption is out 
of order ? I moved to^ postpone Dr. Green's motion in order to take 
up another:' *' that Presbytery proceed to consider the charges. " 

Mr. Engles. I move, that Dr. Ely's motion is out of order. 

Dr. Ely. I wish to speak as to that point. 

Mr. m'Calla, Now, Moderator, we'll hear him to. the verv Jist^ 

Dr. Ely. I insist that my resolution is in order; and I think, the 
4ecision made by our last Moderator, was out«of ordep. I would hear 
the complaints against the orthodoxy of Mr. B.'s sermon, and am per- 
fectly wdling to pass an opinion on every part of it, I am willing to 
hear Mr. Barnes's explanations. Since the matter has been, brought 
before Synod, the Presbytery is bound to take notice of it, and ought 
to do whatever iAiecessary on the whole subject ; what is "required 
by a regard to the purity of the church," &c. I appeal to Dr. Green 
and the others who signed the charges, whether, though h judge who 
has made up his mind may sit in judgment, an accuser can do so. 
There is a wide difference between an accuser and a judge, /should 
be ashamed, if I hai signed a charge, to oflfer to sit in judgment in the 
case. Just because the paper containing the charge was burnt or lost; 
would I be so mean^ so disnonorable as to do so ? They cannot be al- 
lowed to say they hive put the charges in their pocket, and so are not ' 
to be called accusers. Suppose I, at a meeting of Presbytery, were to 
make a charge, informally, against Dr. M'Auley; and, say he was a 
Tillain, a liar, a man of bad character, &c. and then I were to refdse to . 
produce my charge when called on, and should say, you have Ho right 
to the paper, I have put it in my pocket: Would Presbytery permit 
this? ' ' ' 

Mr. Engles, I do protest against this manner of debating. 

Dr. Green. I hope Dr. Ely may be allowed to go on, ad libitum* 

J)r, Ely. Our book says, he that brings the charge shall not sit in 
judgment. I am not willing to try Mr. Barnes, unless somebody will 
come forward and allege that Mr.. B, avows still, that he wrote this 
sermon and holds the doctrines set forth in.it. But the protests filso 
ought to be noticed by Presbytery. I am not willing to let the state* 
ments in them remain on record unanswered; 

Mr. M'Caila. A motion was made first by Dr. Green, to proceed to 
examine the sermon, &C.5 and then Dr. Ely moved to postpone, with a 
view to call for certain charges, cast out by;Presbyte'rj at a former 
meelinff. Now I think this motion is out of orden Presbytery have 
as good a right now to act . disorderly , as when they cast out the 
charg|es. But what are we bound by duty to do, and what by the Con- 
stitution of the Church? Tor do what this meeting has been called for, 
and in the manner proposed. If the majority choose to prevent us by 
postponing, we must complain again, and they will have to recant as ' 
they have on this occasion. We ought to examine this sermon. Those 
who appeared before Synod as complainants, are not accusers but com^ 

Elainants here. Moderator, though, my hairs are not so white as my 
refher Potts's, yet I have had an abundant share of abuse. But I can 
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«it quiet, vrhen Dn Ely talks t>f meanness and dishonor, &c.$ and insin- 
uates that we will be mean and dishonorable, if we do just what we 
are proceeding to do. Whj does he consider us so mean and disho- 
norable? Because we signed an accusation. And he talks of our 
putting the paper in our pocket, as if we acted underhandedjy. These 
men came forward and presented charges. Dr. Ely says he can't 
swear to the names — 

Dr. Ely, I said I could not tell all the names, but I saw the paper 
signed by several. ' 

Mr. M^Gcdla, We came forward 5 we demanded a, right to prefer 
charges and were then refused. Now, thei/ say we had a right Thfere 
was a time when we wished to be accusers 5 but we do not now. Cir- 
cumstances change affairs, and that is brought about sometimes by the 
veryjinesse of those who refuse what is reasonably asked. There may 
be such a thing as too much aunnin^. When J- was once going to the 
South, we had a bag of rice with us, that w.e used out oWor our soup; and 
, on arriving at a certain place, T offered to sell it to a man for the.price I 
gave. Well, he' would not take my account, but said he must have it 
weighed, and then he would pay for it by the pound. So I told him he 
should weigh it, but that if it qame to more than my offer he should pay 
the difference; and when the bag was weighed it did turn out more, 
and he had to pay me seventy -five cents more than I had asked him. 
So. you see this man was too cunning. Now we offered our bag o( rice 
4o the Presbytery, and they would have it weighed, and it turns out 
better for us than they though<>— they must pay the difference— they 
must take the consequences. 

The Synod pitied us for wadinc through fire and water to get the 
rights granted us by God, and tney heard our complaint. As to 
the fact, that is one thin^— As to order, that is another. Has an ad- 
vocate, more than an accuser a right to sit in judgment? Now Dr. 
Ely has been Mr. B.'s advocate in Sjp^nod and in the !^hiladelphian, 
constantly. These tilings are too glaring. The Synod have directed 
us to commence anew. (A few words in the notes ille^bler) 

If the signers of the paper can be accused of purloining it, a man 
may be accused in the same way of any crime. 1 remember, once an 
old soldier came to a house and asked loi* lodgings, and was refused 
by the people in the house. But when it was dark, a little boy let 
him into a building over the way, and the next day, th^ old soldier 
was missing. Now was the little boy to be called a kidnapper, because 
they could not find this old soldier? But you might as well say he 
was a kidnapper as accuse us of purloining this paper. 

Presbytery refused admittance to these charges, and have no right 
to the paper. I once wrote a sermon that the Presbytery thought was 
not orthodox, and it was read before them and they kept it awhile. 
But .about that time I married my wife,- and I was not willmg she 
should hear that I had preached heterodoxy; sa I .wanted to show her 
the sermon, and I went lo them and asked them for it, and they re- 
fused to give it up. Well, i went to a lawyer, and asked him what 
was the law of the commonwealth, and he told me I had a right to my 
sermon; and then I went again with some of the law books under my 
arm, and demanded the sermon, and they «till refused; so I walked up 
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to their table, and took up the sermon, loosely in- mj hand, and 
walked out quietly, leaving them *to take their remedy. The mitter 
csme brfore the General Assembly, and was adjudged in my favour. 
Presbytery have just as good a right to claim all the pile of books Dr. 
M'Auley brought here and read out of.- To say Presbytery have a 
right to reject charges when offered^ and afterwards, when withdrawn, 
to demand them— a pretty state of affairs! What court, but one in- 
structed by Dr. Elyj would say it had a right to refuse a charge, and 
then, after twenty years gerhaps, to call on accusers to prosecute? 
Presbytery cannot oblige a prosecutor to proceed, five minutes after 
the charges are withdrawn. These charges'do riot come under the re- 
quisition of Synodi 

Mr. Darling- We are met here to settle this business in a proper 
manner. We should look to the practice in legislative bodies. I came 
in after the reading of the minute referred to, but it is plain. to me 
there is only one way of disposing of this motion. It mustb^ discussed 
li^nless supersedjed. If Dr. Ely's motion was regular, the third motipn 
was not iuv order. 

As to the git pf the question. The discussion has been aboi^ this 
paper. We cannot aver against the record: let us look to it. Was 
such a paper before this bbdy? It was presented^ declared out of or- 
der, byt afterwards re^d. It is part of the record, and we have a 
right to see it.. If an individual has a right to a paper after it has been 
read, the practice of this body is different from that of all others of a 
legislative character. It could not be withdrawn without leave grant- 
ed on motion. The record, must be. taken unless amended* This 
paper is the property of Presbytery unless withdrawn with leave. 
Motions on motions entangle us m difficulties, and we cannot proceed 
understandingly without the paper. Its effect is another matter. No ' 
doubt there are others in my situation. I view Dr. Ely's motion as. a 
substitute— rl hope we may proceed, in an orderly manner, to act on it. 

Dr. Green. I will take the gentleman on his own ground. , The re- 
cord shews that the paper was refused admission, and the moderator's 
decision was sustained. If a member afterwards uses it as a part of 
his speech, and does not present it again, it does not become the pro- 
perty of Presbytery. 

Mr. Barnes asked that the record might be read. , 

A gentleman inquired what was Dr. Ely's motion, and it» was 
stated. A question arose as to the three motions offered, and Mr. 
Engles said he withdrew his. 

moderator. I have decided Dr. Ely's motion to be out of order 
because 1. There are no persons here as accusers. 2. The paper in 
question was rejected as out of order. Presbytery cannot proceed on 
tnis motion unless there is an appeal from my decision. , 

Mr. M^Calla^ Mr. Engle» cannot withdraw without leave. 

On motion, leave was then granted. 

Dr. Ely appealed from the decisicm of the chair on his motion. 

Moderator. I decide Dr. Ely's motion to be out of order as incpn- 
istent with the requirements of the book of discipline. 

Dr. APAtdey. Is the decision, tRat Dr. Ely's motion to postpone 
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is out of order, as a motion to postpone simoly, or as connected irith 
fte view to take up a subsequent motion? 

Moderator. As connected with his further motion. 

Dr. Skinner. Does the Moderator say the calling for these charges 
is out of order? • 

Moderator. The question. is on sustaining Dt. Ely's appeal. 

Dr. Green. It would be better in the usual form: to sustain the 
Moderator's decision. - ♦ . . . 

Mr. -<-— . The question is rightly istated.to sustain the aj^al. 

The Moderator put t4ie question accordingly^' a division was called 
for^ and the appeal not sustained.' 

For sustaining, 18. ' Against 29. 

Mr. JSngles moved to take up Dr. Greert^s motion. 

Mr. Bacon. I jxm in a difficulty about voting. All the motions 
seem to me out of order, because, if the business was before Prerf)jr*- 
tenr at a ^rmer meeting, we must dispose of the former motion. . 

.Mr. Engles, Moderator, is tfutt in order? . 

Mr. Bacon. I am opposed to Dr. Green's motion ' as gut of ordfer. 
It w^ resolved by Presbytery to take up the sermon oipoh the charges 
read. • . 

Mr. ^n^/6*. 'Is it;so? 

Moder(dor. .It is out of order to take up what waa deci^^ at a 
former meeting. This is out of order, because it goes into transactions 
at a former meeting. 

Mr. Bctcon. I have difficulty, to vote, as lon^ as a resolution oil 
the subject, passed at the last meeting, remains*— 

Mr. . \I ask if the Synod have ' prescribed any mode of 

proceeding? 

Moderator. I will al^swer by reading the resolutions of Synod, 
(reads the resolutions.) ■ • 

Dr. M^'Autey. Is the complaint now before Presbytery? How is it 
to be conducted? In wh^t sktpe are aU the complaints to come out? 

Mr. M^Calla. If it is disorderly to preas Dr. Green's motion<r^ 

Moderator. The motion of Dr. Green is before the house. 

Mr. tingles moved to read the minute by paragraphs., 

Dr. Green. I pi:oposed this, as I said, for a basis only— it may be 
altered or modified, or adopted in part 

Df. Skinner. I wish to offer a motion: 

Mr.' and -Mr. M'C. interrupted*-^ confused conversation . 

took place and continued for a few moments. 

Moderator. The minute proposed by Dr. Green must belread. 

}/Lt. Engles read the minute at length: and it was then moved to 
have a recess until 3 o'clock. 

aftehnoon; 

Dr. Green's luotion was again brought up. • 

Mr. Barnes requested to be informed, in what relation to the house 

he stood. ^ '^] 

Moderator. I will state my impression, which is that Mr. B. is a 

member of this house: but J do not wish to decide this question. 
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Or, Crteeru Mr. B. certainly can take part in llie discussions, but 
has, [ think, no risht to vote on Questions relating to this subject 

Mr. Barnes. I desire to have me opinion of the Moderator or of the 
House, not of individual members only. * . 

Mr. ■ ' made a remark which was not (Ustinctly heard by 
the reporter. 

Mr, Uncles, To obtain the' decision of the House, I move that Mr. 
B. has a right to debate and vote in the matter before Presbytery. 

Dr. J7/y. I oppose the motion. . Mr. B. is accused of heresy, and 
the consequence of a decision against him might be deposition. He is 
a person accused and, therefore, cannot 'vote. I protest against his 
being allowed a right to vote. He is arraigned, to all intents and 
purposes, and has no right to take part in a decision in his ow^ case. 

Mr. Boyd, I believe he has not a right to vote: but I am willing 
that he shall vote if he chooses. 

^ Mr. Barnes, That is not the question. I ask not an indulgence, 
but a decision upon my right 

Dr. M^nduUy. I think it would be foolish to debate this. If the 
minute of Dr. G. is intended as an impeachment of Mr, B. then we 
must look who are the impeachers: Mr. B. is under trial, and that 
upon a grave charge. If the movers do not mean to charge him, then 
the minute does not express their views, and Mr. B. has clearly a 
ri^t to all privilc^s of a member. 

In the case of Sbipley^Wells, Assem. Dig. 3 £4. it was decided that 
he, after admission into the Presbytery of Geneva; was a member in 
full standing: "nor could the Presbytery, though it should reconsider, 
j'everse its own decision, or in any way «ever the membet so admitted, 
from their body, except by a regular' process.'* Mr. B. has been 
admitted, and, until a charge be made against hitn by regular process, 
is entitled to vote. 

I thought not that Mr. B. was to be charged. Is there any thing 
before us but the review of Mr. B'a sermon? I think there is not, and, 
tiierefore, the concluding part of this minute, about. Mr. B's con- 
sidering and recatiting, is not regular* Let us know distinctly what 
we are to have before us. - If only a review of the sermon be intended, 
let us so understandj but if a covert accusation, let us be informed. 

Dr. Green, I will state our views. Our direct business is with the 
sermon, according to the Synod's instruction. The second resolution 
of theSjmod says-nothing of proceeding against Mr, Barnes: but, on 
the supposition that the sermon shall be judged erroneous in doctrine and 
contrary to our standards, it will be of necessity tiiat Mr. B. himself 
will be implicated. As to Mr. B?s voting, I am willing he shall vote, if 
to do so shall be according to his discretion. I wish, if so be his incli- 
nation, that he may vote. 

Mr. Barnes. I have expressed no inclination on the subject ^ I 
asked information as to my right 

Dr. Green. We are to examine this sermon and nothing else^ and I 
am willing to hear Mr. B. up6n the subject of the doctrines of the ser- 
mon. This Qvinute is presented as a basis for the examination of the 
sermon. Our direct course is to take up the consideration of the ser- 
mon, paragraph by paragraph. 
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Mr. M^Calla. Dr. Green's mption was before the housed and 'Mr« ' 
B. requested informati6n on his right to vote. I 'U just say a word, I 
am glad this has brou^t out some of those opposed. Di:. M'A. voted 
for Dr. Ely's motion:. now, he says Synod did not say we were to try 
Mr. B. • He said Mr. B. had no right to vote: now, he comes out in 
an honest character, .and admits that it is the sermon we are trying.*— 

The reporter is not sure of the correctness of the last two sentences. 

Dr. M^Avley. That is not what I said. 

Mr. M'Calla. I think he said so. What has Mr. Wells' case to 
do with this business? We art not debating whether to admit Mr. B. 
The question is about a sermon, which Mr.. Wells did not write. I 
think I^r. B. has no right to vote, and I '11 refer you to a case that 
came before the General Assembly; when it was enquired if a minis- 
ter interested in the question could vote, and on Mr. Stewart's asking 
the reason why he should not, Mr. Johnson answered, ''common 
sense." And this is jiist according to what William Blackstpne says 
in his '^Comn^ntaries on the Laws of England." Common sense, 
that is reason enough. 

Dr. Skinner, The question is important in- one view. If Mr. B. 
Vote in tiiis business, he may vote in a measure which may have effect 
for or against himself. If I had published a book, I should suppose 
Presbytery proceeded illegally, if they took. up ihe book and con- 
demn€;d it, and afterwards accused me. We have no right to proceed 
in the • manner proposed. This is my deliberate opinipn. In the 
course prescribed by the book of discipline, there is no confusion. 
Now this consideration is of vital importance, and has relation to Mr.^ 
B. who is as much interested as if he were on his trial. I believe 
Presbytery to be wrong in this course. 

Mr. Patterson. I hoped Dr. Greeil's motion would be, to proceed 
according to the regular mode. Our book of discipline prescribes two 
courses, m Sect 5 of Chap. v. '' Process against a Gospel Minister 
shall not be commenced, unless some person or persons undertake to 
make oat the charge: or unless common fame so loudly proclaims the 
scandal, that the Presbytery find it necessary for the honour of reli- 
^on, to investigate tlie charge. " Now Mr. B. cannot be charged in 
8ie latter of the§e modes: then he should be in the first I hope we 
fihall.go on to make a regular charge. I am sure this Presbytery will 
not try a brother without a regular charge. We should follow the 
solden rule, to do to others as we would wish them to do to us. 
Would any brother here be willing, that Presbytery should take him 
up and let him be thus charged with heresy, and that then, after a 
week spent in tearing his character to pieces, it might be asked, who 
accusea him? At the former meetings, the variance was more between 
members of the Presbytery than between them and Mr. B. Now, he 
is alleged to be in error. Let some one come forward and charge 
him. 

Moderator. I am required by the rules to keep speakers to the 
question. The business stands thus. The first motion was that of- 
fered by Dr. Grefen; .the second, that on Mr; B's right to vote. 

Mr. Steele. J think that should be left to Mr. B's sense of pro- 
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pnetj. He is certainly in a delicate ^situation. The cases are 
diiferent, of reviewing a sermon and trying the individual who wrote 
it Mr* B. has a right to vote, but I suppose delicacy would prevent 
his exercising it- , * 
A member asked, is this in order? tb^ Moderator answered, it is. 
Mr. St^le. 1 will' cite W. C Davis' case. (Assem. Dig. 144.) 

•This man wrote, a book called the "Gospel Plan," which was ex- 
amined and condemned by the General Assembly. (Reads from the 
Digest.) Now I think it is as clear as the noon-dav sun, that the 
present proceeding is not ar* trial of Mr. Barnesj and I hope he will 
speak freely to the objections made to his sermon and explain every 
thing satisfactorilyi • 

Mr. Barnesik I am indeed placed in peculiar circumstances, or 
I would not occupy the time of Presbytery. It is not to embarrass 
the proceedings, or to avoid a determination respecting the doctrines 
of my sermon, that I have asked a decision on my right to vote. If I 
am accused, I cannot vote. If I have a right to vote, I am not ac- 
cused^ and in that case [ would ask leave to be absent from this place, 
for I have important business elsewhere. I ask a decision, because 
I may be deeply affected by a proceeding such as is proposed. Can 
any man doubt that the concluding part of this minute is intended to 
affect my character as a Christian minister? I am, by- that minute, 
accused indirectly of holding sentiments that I never held. This is 
n6 abstract question: a condemnation of the sermon condemns me in 
effect. Show me any parallel case in the book-— I here avow the 
authorship of that sermon; I wrote it, I published it, and am willing 
to be tried on it, together with my explatmtions of its meanings which 
I have given heretofore in presence of the Synod, before Presby- 
tery and to individuals. * Accuse»me in a regular manner, and I will 
answer: but not when charged iti such a way ks this. 

Mr. . The question of Mr. B's right turns on this: Is he 

under process? and I thmk, when this is settled, the matter, is plain 
from cnap. y. sect. 9, of the book of discipline. "When a member 
of the church judicatory is under process, it shall be discretionary with 
the judicatory whether his privileges of deliberating and voting, as a 
member, in other matters, «hall be suspended until the process is 

* finally issued, or not. " It must theii be settled whether or not Mr. 
. B. is under process. You cannot separate Mr. B. and his sermon. 
Is he under process or not? If he is, he cannot vote here. 

Mr. Boyd, This business <:omes to us from the Synod, and this 
circumstance is important to he considered. The Synod have sent us 

\ down this sermon to examine, and members on the other side arc 
trying io evade att examination. Why shall we not proceed to 
examme? Why determine whether Mr. B. has a right to vote? It 
is an evident effort to keep off from the question sent do^/hi to us 
from the Synod. Since we went home to dinner, I heard that the 
public opinion is, that side are endeavouring to evade an investigation. 
The debate may be protracted by these motions, but the question must 
be settled. at last. 

Dr. Cheen. The first resolution of the Synod says, the minority 
had just, ground of complaint. What was our ground of complaint 
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but the refusal to examine this sermon? vThe second resolution 
(reads the resolution.) W6 have then just to say whether this sermon 
is orthodox or not.- What the Synod nave referred to us i« this, and 
all the talk about charges, at this stage of the prdceeding, is wronff. 

Dr. Skinner. The Synod have laid us under an injuncti<m to hear 
objections against Mr. B's sermon, it is truef but, they have not di- 
rected us to f)roceed in any particular mode. We are to Utar objec- . 
tiond, but howP The Synod have not enjoined a particular way, and if 
Synod had prescribed an unconstitutional mode^ it would be our duty 
to reject it Let us take up the sermon and bring charges, in proper 
Order, against Mr. Bsqrnes. W. C. Davis' case was referred to, and 
was answered in part by Mr. Karnes. I will asI^ attention to this 
fact: Mr. Davis had been tried. But, tnoreover, the Qeneral Assem- 
bly has powers not possessed by a Presbytery, [lleads from. the con- 
stitution as to .powers of Presbyteries and ot the General Assembly.] 
When a person who has published erroneous opinions, is a member of 
tiie Presbytery, can the Presbytery, without regular process, proceed 
against his publication? There is no analogy to this case, in that 
01 W- C. Davis, which Mr. Steele has <?ited. I wish to reply to 
brother Boyd, who has charged us with a desire to evcule. We hav9 
made no effort to keef) off from the business as submitted by S^nod^ 
but conscientiously resist what we believe an irregular and unconsti-^ 
tutional mode of proceeding. We do not evades and such allegation^ 
against us, are not consistent with the decorum that, ought to be ob^* 
served in this judicatory. 

Mr. M'Caucu Mr. Patterson, a while ago, hinted that it was 
dangerous to become an accuser. If Dr. Skinner heard lum, Jxe 
ought to bear, in mind this imputation. When Baron de Kalb, iil 
our revolutionary war, received an intimation that he held back be- 
cause of danger, he drew his sword, *and said to the General that made 
the insinuation, "we will se& which remains last^n the field" — 

(A member called to order.) 

Mr. M^Calla, Let him put Mr. Patterson to rights. 

Mr. En^ka. Moderator, when one of our side speaks, for we have 
sides, he is always interrupted. 

A member asked to be informed what was the question before Presbytery. 

Mr. M^CaUa* It is a pity that when he was accusing us of being 
afraid, he did not look to their own holding back. Dr. M'Auley has 
insinuated that no reference was made on our part to the book ot Dis- 
cipline. I '11 refer to it now. (Reads chap. y. sect. 5. quoted before.) 
Tnere may be a prosecutor, or Presbytery may proceed themselves. 
I wonder how so many can doubt whether Mr. B. is under process, ' 
when here are several written accusations a^nst.him. As to Davis' 
case, I doubt the correctness of the assertion that he had been tried. 
Mr. Barnes says, there 'a no case of a man's sermon being tried while 
he was a/ive, and Davis's case will not show such a trial while the 
author is alive* . 

Mr. Barnes. I beg pardon for interrupting. I said nothing of Mr. 
Davis' b^ing alive or not I did not know whether he was alive or deaid. 
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and laid bo strass on the circumatance of the author of a boolrb^ing 
alivei 

Mr, M^Calla. Ah! Moderator, I '11 havje to go to school again to 
leaiTi to understand the gentleman. . 

Moderator, I feel for thia brother. If any heart can vibrate in sym- 
pathy with his, it is mine. For / have come through deep waters. 
Glaaly would I risk reputiation atod mv Ijeart's blood an his defence, if 
I was sure he was ipnocent. But I fear he is not^ an innocent man 
does afl Mr. Parvin did, when his character was questioned. He came 
forward and said, *H>rethre;n examine^ see whether my conduct was not 
correctj" and the consequence was, he was acquitted. But Mr. B. 
takes a diflferent course, and throws obstacles in the way of examina- 
tion. 

Mr* BamtB. I have thrown no obstacles in the way. 

Mr. M^OaUa. He and I donH understand ^'obstacles" in the same 
sense-^that'a all . Let him do now as Mr. Parvin did. If he was an inno- 
cent man, he would not suffer by an examination 6i his sermon. We 
would examine every para^aph, and then it would appear that Mr. 
B. was orthodox, and every one would congratulate him, that all the * 
rumoura about his being unsound in the faith were groundless. 

Now as to the excuse of ignorance that has been made -for Mr.*B. 
Ifaat he didn't know precisely the meaning of language. Let any mem- 
ber that attended Synod say, whether, after hearing his speecn there, 
he can accuse him qf ienorance.' Any man that charges him with ig* 
n6¥ancei has not half his sense. ^— But now, suppose the sermon does 
contain the errors mentioned in the minute. I am sure in that case, 
if it is ascertained, none here will be prepared to say: Let us not 
persecuie this amiable, pious^ orthodox^ excellent man. We have con- 
demned hia, sermon, but let us not censure hito.-— Among our fore- 
fathers, proceedings were very different. If such a sermon had been 
printed by a member of the. old Presbyterian church, every minister 
would have borne hi* testimony against it: he would not have asked 
whether the author was a member of the same communion or not 

The way is plain. Let it be seen whether or not Mr, B. will come 
to the liffht 

Mr. Melville, I have been aiSicted by hearing mention made of par- 
ties in this assembly. . For myself, I know none. I came here to de- . 
♦tide according to the dictates of my conscience. I believe the ques- 
tions turns on this: are we under an obligation to obey the injunction 
of Synod? (rea-ds the resolution of Synod.^ Why should it be wished 
to exclude those who were the late minority P I love them as brethreii, 
though I have gone against their views. They ought to have appealed at 
an earlier stage. But now, we must pursue the course prescribed. to 
us: "to hear and decide on the objections, &c." (quoting from the 
resolution.) ^ ' 

The Moderator states the motion on Mr. B's right to deliberate and 
Yote^— question put and diviaon— ^a mistake in counting— then a divi- 
sion of the question called for. 

1st Question, on Mr. B^s right to deliberate, decided in the affirma- 
tive. • " ■ ' • . ■ 

2d. Question, on Mr. B's right to vote, negatived. 
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Moderator. The motion now is, to consider Dr. G's. minute by pa* 
ragraphs. ^ 

J}r. My moved to postpone, in order to take up the following Resolu- 
tion, viz: "That thiS rresbjterv cannot constitutionally and judi- 
cially hear any objections against tfie orthodoxy of any sermon preached 
and publishedf by Mr- Barnes, until some persons appear as his accu- 
sers; or until the Presbytery, shall judge that common fame requires 
him to be arraigned for heresy.^' If the Synod had ordfered us to 
proceed unccfestitutionally, we should not be bound to obey. I believe 
it is unconstitutional to move in any proceeding, unless m the usual 
form of process, and therefore, I maKe this motion. 

Mr. IJngles. It is, evident there is a disposition to throw impedi- 
ments in the way of o\ir proceeding. The motion of Dr. Ely is the same 
in substance as the one which was decided to be out of order, (reada 
the minute of the former motion^) Our course is marked out for us 
explicitly. Why not proceed at once? If Mr. Barnes can satisfy us 
that we have taken a wrong view of his sermon, I will be one of the 
first to testify brotherly feeling toward him. — :If this motion of Dr. 
• Ely fail, another will be offered to the same end. 

Dr. Green. Dr. Ely's motion runs on .the idea, that we cannot con- 
sider the sermon without, preferring charges. Was there no way in 
the month of April? The Synod say, there was and the complainants 
had cause of complaint that it was not pursued. If the members op- 
posed disliked this opinion, why did not they appeal? 

Mr. Potts. The two resolutions of Dr. Ely are virtually and reallyv 
the same. This question Cannot be brought up uhless on a motion to 
reconsider. 

The Presbytery has got into a dilemma. At first it was refused to ex- 
amine the sermon; and then every thing was refused that might put off 
Mr. 9's» installation. Now no charges having been presented, no-i 
body will say there were any presented—-. 

jyr.Ely. I do. ' 

Mr. Po^^«. Well Sir, if you do, prove.it 

Dr. Ely referred to the minutes. 

Mr. Potts. How, Sir, can you get at a man's sentiments if you must 
not examine his sermon first? Will you accuse a man before you get 
proof that he has done wrong? These charges were only introduced 
as part of a speech. There were no charges before this house. They* 
were refused entrance and are not witiiin the grasp of the house. Pres- 
bytery cannot act on the motion before them. As to Mr Davis' case? 
he was tried not in the Presbytery. His bookvfks 'tried, not the man. 
Mr. Davis withdrew from the Presbyterian church and never was tried 
by a Presbytery. Now, we have heard mention of heresy with a sneer, 
but all from Mr. B's. friends. If they affix it they are responsible. . 

Mr. I think it is time to have the decisit)n of the Mode- 
rator. 

Moderator. Dr. Ely^s motion is virtually the same as his other, that 
was rejefcted, and on which my decision was sustained. Such mo- 
tions are out of order. 

, Dr. SJdnner called for tiie readingof Dr. Ely's motions and they 
were read by Dr. Ely* 
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Mr. Engks. The two are the same in substance. [This rjemark un- 
certain.] 

Df. J&/y. I appeal from the Moderator's decision. If we are to be 
ea^ed thus, we must: but I only wish to call f^r the Ayes and Nays. . 

Dr. Green called for the question. • 

Moderator. Those opposed to the decision, of the moderator and for 
sustaining the appeal, will say Aj^e. 

Dr. Skinner, I think the question should be put, on sustaining the 
Moderator's decision, not the appeal. 

Dr. JSly, Is the Moderator's decision, that the mqtion to postpone is 
out of order as a motion for postponement. 

Moderator, I decided the motion to be out of order, because it was 
the same thing in effect as the former motion, and went to raise a ques- 
tion which was settled before. 

.The^question wais taken by Ayes aixd N^ays, and decided in the ne- 
gative. 

Ayes 23, Nays- 25. 

(The Rev. Mr. M'Cuenn voted in the Affirmative: but see afterwards.) 
Mr. Barnes stated his intention of appealing to the General Assem- 
bly on the proceedings of Presbytery in his case, as he thought they 
liad commenced a process against him, in an unconstitutional mode. 
Adjourned to 9 o'clock, A^ M., to-morrow. 

Wednesday, 1st December. 

The minutes were read and corrected. 

Dr. Green. I beg leave again to state, that the special busineds re- 
ferred to us by Synod, relates only to the sermon. I would mention 
that Mr. M^Cuenn voted by mistake pn the side opposed to his opin- 
ion, and move that he be permitted .to change his vote.' * 

M. M'C. was permitted to have bis name removed to the Nays. 
^ Mr. Barnes' announcement of his intention to appeal was directed to be no- 
ticed in the minutes. * - ^ 

Dr. Grreeru .Is it understood that Mr. B's. apj»eal is to the Assembly, 
directly? I call for the reading of the rule. 

Dr. M^Avky, We have no nght to tell him, to whom he shall ap- 
peal. 

Dr. ^ly. If there be no meeting of Synod previously, there can be 
no good objectipn to an appeal to the General Assembly. 

Dn Green (made a remark which the reporter lost. ) 

Mr. . I think .the rule of the General Assembly is, to admit 

no appeal but thro' the regular grades of jurisdiction. 

Dr. Ely. Several attempts to stop^appeals have been abortive. 

Dr. Green. I believe the doctrine Is different, but only wish to draw 
attention to the subject. ^ 

Mr. Barnes. Does my appeal stand to the General Assembly? 

Moderator. There is no motion. Mr. B. took his appeal to the Ge- 
neral Assembly: it is so -entered and will stand unless,, a motion to the 
contrary be made. . . 

Mr. Erhgles moved that Dr. Green's i;ninute be read by paragraphs. ^ 
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JDr. Ehf, moved to postpone in order to take up aresoliition: ^^ That 
this PresDjTtery cannot entertain and act upon the paper introduced by 
Dr. Green, because it is virtually %n inaictment of Mr. Barnes for 
heresy, until some pe];^ons appear as accusers.^' 

Mr. M'Calla. I see there is a crusade to be brou^t against us: let 
us meet it. 

Mr. • Are we to be dogge4 in tins way, without end? 

Dr« My. I think it my duty to oppose the measure attempted, as 
being unconstitutional, unscriptural and unchristian. This motion is 
not me same as the former, if it is come to this issue, that Presbyterjr 
will try Mr. Barnes in an unconstitutional manner, I must wash my 
hands of it; and nothing that Mr. M'CallawiH say shall hinder me« 
I confess, a hard look from Dr. Green does go through my heart,.but 
Mr. MCallamay say what he pleases: I care not for bis speeches and 
shall not reply to them. • . 

Mr. EngJes. I believe it to be the right of evenr member^ to act ac- 
cording toTiis best judgment, b^t Presbytery ought not t«^,1)e sulyect- 
ed to this kind x>f proceeding. Dr. Ely nas surely ingenuity enough to 
vary his motions. If such practices are countenanced the same mo- 
tion, in a new form, may be presented fifty or a hundred times, it is 
an insult to Presbytery so to repeat iftotions. • _ 

We do not stand here as accusers; I have proof there was no such 
intention in the individual who offered the motion. We conversed on 
the subject after the meeting of Synod, and it was anticipated, there 
would be an attempt to make us accusers. We. are not accjtisers, but 
we have a right to judge of the doctrines referred to us by the resolu- 
tions of Synod. In Synod there was scarcely one'allusion to the pa- 
per of charges. The principle advocated by the other side would sub- 
vert the church. Must one who objects to heresy, be obliged to be- 
come an accuser and subject himself to the risk mentioned by Mr. 
Patterson? If so, heresy might go on unchecked. Dr Ely says he is 
not afraid to examine tliese questions. ^ Why refuse now to investi- 
gilte them? All we want is a fair examinatiou of the doctrines of this 
sermon. 

Dr. Skinner. I am scrrv to stand charged with an intention to m- 
^ult this judicatory. Nothing can be fiirther from our intentions. We 
believe conscientiously, tliat we^e on constitutional ground and ought 
to resist this proceeding. If we afe wrong, let us be convinced of our 
error before we are taxed with intentioruU insolence. I believe, we 
are right. The Constitution prescribes a wray of acting in these cases 
and the General Assembly ias confirmed pur opinion. In W. C. 
. Davis' case they said, such works a; his ouaht to subject their au-^ 
.thews to be dealt with " according to the discipune of. the church.'' We 
are instructed hj Synod, just as Ae Presbytery were in Davis' case, 
not as to a particular form of proceeding: we are the jud^s of the 
mode. Let it be d<me in such a form as will not injure our brother or 
the good of the church. We believe that form to be the regular and 
^suaJ one. The brother on the opposite side has no right to say, that 
the movers of the minute are fair but that we try to embarrass the pro- 
<;eedings. . I. am sincere in my opinion, and I am sure I have no de* 
:sign, to treat with disrespect any member of Ats Presbytery. 
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Dr. Oretn* Nopenon whohu been attentive to tiiit biifii]»e8$ can . 
•beatalo|$to see, that it i^ the design of tiie brethren opposed, that 
theie objections shall not be trie^ otherwise liian in tiie form of charges. 
The Synod to^ ns off this m>tind and put %s in the situation we w(»« 
in before the t>oin{)laint: and this ^as specially their intention. Yester^ 
daj it was maintained here, that if the Sjnod ordered us to do an mkf- 
constttational act, we are not bound tft obey. This doctrine is true, 
hot the application is imt correct The Synod has decided, that &e 
Fresbytery may object to doctrines^ and to the. entrance of an iiidit> 
TidB&l into tbair body, on doctrinal ground; and are not acting uncon* 
sfittttionally in so. doing. The Genial Assembly has recognised the 
same principle. The more Presl^tary think of it, the more tliey must 
be persuaded that the objectors are wreo^ as to this. They read the 
constitutkm and put their own construction on it. We, are leaving the 
ground on whhh tbe Synod placed us. I don't know what the majorilj 
will be fori bat we should have some end to these motions. I want to 
know every member^s mind on the subject referred to us. I pray for 
the brother and have no hostility to him. If he can show that I nave 
]|iislak«Q his sentiments, in this minute, I shall rejoice 9at I could 
not IwAi to a d ving pillow, with sati8£Eu>iion, if I were to dmit testifying 
IB Avour of what I believe to be the truth of Qod. Chaises are not 
the ground intended by Sjrnod. I don't believe the bro&er intenda 
earn»^ so dangrarous to raigiMi as his expressions have led to brieve, I 
have but a Uttle time to hve, and I wish to discharge my duty to the 
church while I am here. 

Mr. ' - > Did we not decide ^ch a motion to be out of order? 

Mockraior, I have twice so decided. • 

Dr. M^Avity, We had better ail be free and open in stating our 
vi(ews. ' • I nfiver aaw any good arise from reserve or hiiidering tke ex^ 
pression of sentiments. Free discussion is* like "die safety vai ve in a 
steam-boat, which relieves from too great {Mressureand prevents a col- 
lapse. Surely, there is iM)t such party spirit here, oiat we cannot 
reason <m each other's arguments, without indulging in personalities. 
For mysdf, I wHl not be of a paarty, I am afflicted that this Presibjr- 
tery takes the course it does. The Synod refers to us a certara busi* 
ness; aiid upon our coming together to c<m8ider it, Dh Oreen intro* 
dnees a p^P^i containing obj^ctums ix> this sermon, aad contempia- 
.ting i&e mnicition of a heavy discipline if the di^ourse shall be con-* 
Aemned^ No man has a right to bring here a sysUm, so to sneak, cut 
and dried* It was reaaoname to etpect that we should meet here and 
csdhaaffc ideas, <m the course to be.pursued. Because Dr. Green pi^* 
duced 3iis paner^ it is urged, an opinion must be taken %pm it$ aad 
it is insisted that nothing else is in order. The practice m the <£eae- 
ral Assembly should be .oar^euide, and is not sa^h. Presbytery re* 
jK^ved to hear Hm paper read, but did not determine tiiat this course 
must be pursued in the business. Why must we act on this P * It is 
really a set of chai^ies. Shall we be^ forxed to adopt this mann^ of 
e? Thene was no resolution as to iot£y we must take up Mr. 
. Fw 



'a aermon. iwish to act<m the matter not as if pre^d^ermined* 
Qyiisow fm ha;ve disfiaaddacd Mr. B. ; and your dedaion that he can* 
not Wt^, ssadecisicn that be is at your bar Smr iM. 
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• If I acted under that paper, I should violate my conscience* I 
would not accuse Dr. Green of intentional wrong. Notiiing is gained 
bj calling names and imputing bad motives. As to the Synod's mean- 
ing, all meir intentions ardHo be gathered from their two resolutions, 
which prescribe no mode of proceeding. Presbytery ought to be per- 
mitted to ju(%e of the mode. What would be the course in the 
General Assembly? 

When this paper was first read, I beliete all who heard it were 
willing that the errors attributed by it to Mr. B.'s sermon, should, if 
proved, be condemned; but when we came to the concluding part and 
learned that it was designed to go on and subject the author to disci-* 
pline, to deal with him without process against him or a regular trial, 
the aspect of affairs was changed. 

There is another constitutional difficulty. TThe Synod have a right 
to command us in this case to take up the sermon and review it, pro- 
vided this is' a thing lawful to be done, but not otherwise. If it was 
lawful on the former occasion, it is now; if it was not then lawful to 
try Mr. B. on his sermon, it is not now. I never believed that we 
had a right to touch the sermon or Mr. B. until he was a member of 
tills Presbytery; and Synod had no right to tell us to take up the ser- 
mon so that, by a side-wind, the author is to be thrown on his beam 
ends. Synod had no right to require what would lead to an unconsti- 
tutional result; and the result of such a course would be, to make Mr. 
B. responsible here for an act done in the bounds of another Presby- 
tery. If the sermon is to be reviewed, Mr. B. is to be tried. Is this 
constitutional? Any man may asik this question without meriting to 
be called by bad names. All of u^ are very imperfect; none is fit to 
be made a Pope. The whole course \% caldulcAed^ though I allow not 
intended^ to mislead, and is unconstitutional. If it shall be made ne- 
cessary^ we must appeal to the General Assembly. We have no right 
to induce charges to try for an act done out of our jurisdiction. I 
know it is unconstitutional; and the Synod^s order could not make 
wrong right . . 

Dr. Green. The gentleman disclaims an intention to make personal 
reflections; but I am implicated by his remarks. [The reporter here 
lost an observation or two of Dr. Green's, and one of Dr. Ely's.] 

Mr. M^CaUcu It must be plain to every body, that it has been deci- 
ded to put the complainants out of the house; that it is the intention of. 
the other side, to make a crusade against us. This is the design of all 
these long speeches. Dr. M'Auley spoke until he could hardly bring 
out one word after another. He said there was ho profit to arise from 
hindering members from speaking; and he said, he did not want to 
stop members: but he stopped Dr. Green. When Dr. M'Auley was in 
a maioritj, he thought it was very right to limit speeches. We remem- 
ber uie lustory of 1826— [Mr. Biggs called to order]— Why didn't 
you call Dr. M'Auley to order? One M'Cauley's as good as another, 
whether he has the titie of Doctor to his name or not 

Dn M'Auley, when he was in a majority, talked of ** modest men" 
vrith a sneer. Now he is against parties. We are all republicans, 
all federalists: and tiien our party is suppressed, and his has all in Us 
hands. -Against the opinion of Synod, lie insists we have no right to 
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ex&imne tius sermon. Their resolutiou sent to, the members states 
the right Yet Dr. Green has no right to propose to Presbytery. No», 
Presbytery must mark out their own course. Now who are the Pres- 
bytery? , They must act by individuals. But all must come from Dn 
M^A. or his friends, else it is unconstitutional. And this is liberty ! — 
All is right on one side, all oppression on the oth^r. We have not 
prevented speakings we want liberty too, and never tried to repress 
J)r. M'Auley^ we only want an equal right to debateHie question 
submitted to us. Though Dr. Green is old and feeble, he is not to be 
kicked out of the house. The upshot of Dr. M^Auley's speech isi, 
that Dr.' Green had no right to make a motion. 

As for Mr. Barnes, he lias, he says, befen virtually accused and dis- 
franchised.. But who voted to do it? Why his own friends. 

Dr. Skinner said, Mr. B. wias virtually accused. Dr. M'Auley goes 
further and says, he is really and absolutely so.. 

Here are objections stated and ai^ed against examining the sermon^ 
et Synods have toy ^us to do this very thing. The General Assembly 
id the same in Davis' case. If none but the Presbytery where the 
act was committed have the right, what has the General. Assembly 
done? Now did the General As^sembly act unconstitutionally? 

The ten men in the ''Philadelphian" thought that it was not regu-^ 
lar ^ven for an individual to review tlie sermon. Dr. Sl*Auley says 
the same of the Synod. Why irregular? Because Dr. M^Avi^ says 
$0. He has chosen, however, to change his former opinion. Before, 
we were refused the right to' prefer fonnal charges^ and then Dr. 
M^Auley said, that if Mr. B. were a member of ws Presbytery we 
would have tJ^e right. ^ • 

Dr. M'Atdey^ It is false. I never did, sir. 

Mr. JSi'CaUa. What did yoi^ say? 

Dr. M^Auley. I say, it is false, it.is not true. 

Mr. M^CalkL O sir! I understand your lingo. ^ 

Dc» M^A« brought in the j^iiestion of the constitutionality or uncon* 
stitutionality. They certainly did say by their vote, that we had the 
right. Who has told a falsehood, let that Vote determine.* 

As to constitutionality. When we bring charges, it is unconstitu- 
tionaL When we do not, they would vote that we shall. This is the 
liberty talked of/ The whole calculation is this: "we'll use whatever 
tends to put them on their backs." The amount of the whole 
matter is thb: The Cpnsiitution, says, that the Presbytery has 
a right tp condemn erroneous doctnnes; not, as Dr. Skinner 
said yesterday, only those published by a person out of their juris- 
diction. 

Dr. Sldfmer. I did notmean to admit that Presbytery.had a right to 
condemn the erroneous doctrines of any one, whether out of our juris- 
diction or not, in on tinconstitutionalway. 

Mr. MfCtdla. Did you not say that Mr. B. being a member of this 
Presbytery y we' hvid no right to condemn his erroneous doctrines in 
tiie way we propose ? 

Dr. Skinner* I did, biit did not mean to admit that we h^d a right 

*The reporter ii inclined to thiak that his notes are in this place incorrect 
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to eondelttn in tMMi^iiih% erron^ofa doctrines of apomti not amioi* 
ber of this Presbytery- 

[Mr. M^Qdta commended Dr. Skinner's ctndonr and regani fcM^de* 
conim. He then quoted Dr. S« 's language incorrectly i Dr. S. correct* 
ed ; and Mr. M^C. admitted- that he had misapprehended Dr. & in 
Ifais instancc.3 

We can condemn erroneous doctrines, without touching the man 
who promulgates them. The Presbyterian Church has always gone 
on this principle, and the Church of Christ in all ages, has oone so. 
Did not the Council of Nice condenin the doctrines of Anus? It was 
the custom of our forefathers in England and Scotland. They ccsi'^' 
demned errors in doctrine i and the consequences fell on indiyUuals.' 
This mominff, in fatnily worship, a passage of the. word of God came 
in course, wliich it has occiarred to me is applicable to this case. It is 
in the £^ chapter of Joshua. The children of Reuben andof Oad, 
and the half tribe of Manasseh, when they weve returning to their 
possessions^ built an altar by Jordan 1 and the. children of Israel 
heard of it, and conceived that their brethren meant to turn away 
from following the Lord. Well, they' sent PhindKas as their com- 
mittee-man, to inquire about this thii^^ 4ind when he came to them 
and stated his errand, what do we find took place? Was there 
a great hurly-burly about the constitutionality of the measure^and 
some one to rise and mQve postponements? ,No such thing| and 
the reason is plain: they knew their innocence, they had nothing to 
hide; they said ^'The Lord knoweth and Israel shall know if it be in 
rebellion that we have built us an altar." They did not stare off an 
examination; and the result was that thertf was a great remal of re- 
ligion. But, Moderator, suppose their altar had been reared against 
the Lord's altar: then, they would have refused an examination and 
there would have ensued a civil war instead of a revival. 

One opinion expressed by Dr. M^Auley and Dr. Skinner is, that the 
Constitution gives no such right as is claimed. We say the Cdnsiitu- 
tion means what it says| that we have a right to condemn errortf of 
doctrine OR the man who publishes them. * 

As to the General Assembly's coiirse of poceeding. They appoint 
a committee, iand this is just as unconstitutional as bavins the ob- 
iections stated by an individual. All the difference is, Uiat there 
is no court su{>erior to the General Assembly. Dr. M'Auley gave 
ns a good principle, ^^t ought to examine first,'' against Ins rote of 
yesteraay. 

Moderator, I could not upon a bed of death feel my consci^ice at 
ease, if any personal regard fi)r that beautiful and amiaUe num, had 
made me swerve from duty. I should not feel easy in my imnd, if I 
had voted in fiivor of Mr. Davis, because he was a South Carolinian, 
a Southern man. The Scrijptures tell us to ^1 no man fadier, and 
we must do our duty without respect of persons. I feel bound to 
test the doctrines of Mr. fi. as mucn as if he were pdor, homely, and 
humble as any. Mr. Sanford spoke of *^ sitch a man and such a con- 
gregation :" It is our duty to decide as if tfiey were nothing; not to 
re^rd persons. U we swerved from duty to obtain the approbation 
of Mr. B.'s friends, could we find ease on a dying pillow? May God 
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l^ranty tliaithe^ediimi'of iMsPreAjte]7iDftybeaceoi^^ 
▼eaM will! 

Mr. DarHng* If the present mode of proceeding as respects deco* 
ruiOf sball continue; if our deliberations be not conducted in a more 
aolemn manner; it appears to me, onr character as a judicatory of the 
Presbyterian Church must suffer. The question, which I heiurd yes- 
terday, must be repeated: Are these men Christians^ Unless argu- 
ment take the place of animadversion on individuals, our debates ca& ' 
be inroductive of no good. ^ -*■ 

t am not of any party< I csme here to judge of the questicms pre- . 
sented, according to my conscience; and I <:anhot app^ve of the 
course proposed to be adopted. I look to the record* and I hope to 
satisfy at least some of the members of the unconstitutionality ot tlas 
course. The business for our consideration iS' committed to us by a 
higher judicatory. I see in their resolutions no di£Biculty. Did the Sy- 
nod prescribe the ^fuamodoP They have told us only what is to be done 
by us. I know not the .Synod's intent but from what I can draw fnun 
the record. Did the Synod say, we must meet such a paper as that of 
Dr. Green; and that we must not refer it io a committee or take othw 
order? The proper construction of |heir iniunction, is, to proceed ac- 
cording to the Constitution; Otherwise, tile Synod undertake to be 
dictators and to annul the. Constitution. The resoluticms of Synod 
are merely, an injunction to proceed according tx> the Constitution. 

I do not impugn any man's motives; I respect the mover of the mi- 
nute; but men may em If there is any meaning in the terms of Dr. 
Green's paper, it contains a positive, direct and strong charge against 
&e author of Ihis sermon. Allusion has been made to the course taken 
in civil courts. No^ir suppose a man were to publish a*sermon whi^h 
was allesed to contain libellous matter: 'how would the fact be tried 
in a civil court? Would a charge be preferred i^nst the sermon, or 
an indictment against the author? There can be no <juestion. Every 
day's practice answers: the man is prosecuted. This is analogous to 
such a case in a civil court. Let the regular course be pursued and 
no wron^ can be done; all are on a level; there is no vantage ground. 
Is not this reasonable and right? I^ it not the course most agreeidile 
to common sense and common honesty^ one nv^ich steers clear of aB 
difficulties? The. ot^er course would be an anomaly: there is no li- 
near 'case. • • 

I have heard allusiup to public sentiment, expressed as to our con- 
duct. We have nothing to do with opinions out of doors, and ought' 
not to be influenced by mem. But if public opinion were \mr proper 
gtt]de» it has long since pronounced such a course as this ill^it . 

IThe^advocates of this measure rank me as a friend of Mr. B. I am 
iK»t hii friend ri^ or wrongs but free to give a just vote. I hope we 
are not to be divided into aquada^ This is no place to contend lor 
victory--*but to do justice. Every mim accused has a right to know 
hisjtccttser; this is a maxim in courts of justice and the rule ought to 
hold in an ecclenastical judtcatwy. There ought to be a responsHAe 
accuser. I speak to the point of order only. We can^ consistendy, 
iikt the course I propose. 

Mr* Lattsu I waenolpresentatthe former meetings of PraAytery, 
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and know what took place at them, only from what I have read* I 
had no prejudice against Mr. Barnes, and m^ attention to bis ser- 
mon was first attracted by a review in the '* Pmladelphian/' ' At the 
time of the stated meeting of Presbytery, I lay on the bed of pain; 
and was in a situation to weigh the importance of the doctrines of 
our faith,, not expecting to rise from that bed. It was then I saw 
this sermon, and, when I read it, I thoueht I saw a blow aimed 
at the precious doctrines of atonement and justification by faith. 

Mr. Barnes. Such laii^age H calculated to make an impression on 
. the minds of Presbytery, unfavourable to a fair judgment respecting mjr 
case, and I, cannot therefore hear it in silence. 

Mr. M'CaUa. Shall not Mr. Latta be allowed to speak? Dr. 
II'Attley was not interrupted. 

Mr. Latteu When I saw that it was said in this sermon, that Christ 
did not bear the penalty of the law, [^notes imperfect] I was rejoiced 
to find some of my brethren had come forward to prevent the entry of 
emn* into the mother Presbytery of our church. What improper mo- 
'tive could they expect to have imputed to them? Could any man im^. 
puffn the motives of the venerable leader of this prosecution? Error is 
mddng inroads into the Presbyt^an church. When it is stated that 
Christpaid only a part of the debt of fallen man, can we remain si- 
lent? The spread of error is like the letting out of water. It first 
drops, then enlarges to a stream, and at length becomes a resistless 
torrent. In- our oiurch it has already swelled to a stream. I have 
felt for the young brother when I saw the distress on his brow. How 
easy would it be for him, if he holds the doctrines as we do, to remove 
every scruple from your minds. I will venture to pledge myself, his 
explanation will be heard with tenderness! But I am amid he cannot 
explain. Either he does not hold the doctrines of our standards, or he 
has not the humility of a follower of Christ, and a desire to satisfy his 
brethren. 

(The speaker was interrupted by a call to order.) 
He is placed in a dilemma. I have been Ions inumately acquainted 
with the late Pastor of the First church, and, I have heard it reported 
that he defends all the doctrines' of this sermon. I will prove to you 
he would not. Would Dr. Wilson say that there was a compromise 
between justice and mercy? [The reporter cannot state perfectly Mr. 
L's next specification, and therefore omits iti] I regret that Dr. 
Wilson's name has been introduced. His sunfs now setting in ^ory, 
and will soon beam in other climes. 

Moderator. I must be^ members to con^ne themselves to the 
question. Let the resolution offered be read. (Resolution read.) 

Mr. JPotts. A great deal has been said f|,bout constitutionality and 
drawing into & net^ This way of offering motion after motion on the 
same matter, is like wanting a man should be knocked down after he 
is down. When objections were offered on the fof-mer occasion, we 
were told, ^It is not the proper time: you cannot touch Mr. B^" our 
right was denied. When Mr. B. was admitted into the Presbytery, 
the charges were thrown out. Now it is said, you cannot touen him 
'till he b dead, no, nor his doctrine. A gentieman of the law, peri- 
haps he is a judge, has said, that in a civil court no such course would 



Digitized by LjOOQ IC 



be pursued. I answer him that the grand jury must find a bill, in s 
civu court, before the accused is put on his tnal. This is a singular 
mode of interpreting the constitution; it is making i| a nose of wax. 
Cannot «^6 interpret the constitution? It is insinuated by them that 
We have not intellect enough. The whole objection is just to pre- 
vent our examining this sermon. All the first proceedings were un- 
eonstitudonid. The Presbytery permitted the First church to call a 
man they had never heard preach. The objectioh now is, in order to 
keep the sermon out of view. The Synod have laid us under an in- 
junction to examine, it: and thefu say that the Synod had no right tto 
prescribe a course; the mode of operation is left to us. Are we to 
take up the man? No. Some one must take the responsibility and be 
crushed, because we won't consent to amalgamate sects and make on 
Avnerican reli^oTU After all that has been said, I cannot agree to 
Dr. Ely's motion. 

' (The Rev. Dr. Glendy and Rev. Mr. Graham were admitted to sit 
as cqrresponding members.) 

Mr* Barnes. As the question is one of order, 1 will say a few 
words upon it. It seems expected that 1 am to offer some remarks, 
and I do so now with a view to conciliate. I have never come to this 
Presbytery^ without prayer that I might be guided in my conduct 
li^re. Whatever be mj views of the doctrine of atonement, I trust I 
have, seen the beauty of the scheme of man's salvation, and of the re- 
ligion we profess. ' . 

A gentleman on the other side of the room has remarked upon the 
cloud of care which, he said, he observed on my brow, and has de- 
clared his feeling for my situation. Such expressions of sympathy are 
not sought by me. I am here for my rights, not for compassion. But 
might it not be supposed, that there were other caiises tor an appear-* 
ance of care on my brow? I have come from another Presbytery 
whose treatment always was paternal, and in which, I declare to you, 
I never witnessed a scene like this. I have some feeling in regard to 
the effect this discussion may have, on the people to whom we are 
called to minister. These troubles have never caused me to lose a 
night's rest. I have always came here calm, and hope I shall not te 
tepftpted to undue excitement. I dhall not notice personal remarks, 
but I cannot suffer to pass unnoticed Mr. Latta's observations, 
which are calculated to make an injurious impression. I did not 
introduce the name of Dr. Wilson into this discussion; since, 
however, his name has been mentioned, I will say, that he has treated 
me uniformly with kindness. We have not discussed together- the 
particular points in this sermon which are objected to, but it is 
well known that Dr. Wilson came out in the "Philadelphian'* with 
an fmswer to the roview of my sermon. Besides this^ he has, in a 
letter which I have seen, said that ^^Mr. B. has told the truth, and 
every expression in his s'brmon can be defended.^' I know of no 
expression of Dr. Wilson's sentiments different from these. He 
may, perhaps, have said that he would not have employed the 
same language L have used. 

Mr.' Latta objects to my sermon, that it says there was a com- 
.promi^e bet^ween mercy and justice. I stated in the sermon no Siidh 
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Hung* My views of ihe doctrine of atonemeniirere drawn, fimn Dr. 
Ma^'s treatiBe, examination of the Sqriptnres, Dwight, and the 
writings of somejof ihe New England divines. I did state &ai die 
atonement was general, and that Jesus Christ, in some sense^ 
tasted death for everv man. At the same time I said, Christ died *^ 
the ]rface of sinners, ^^ and Was a '^ransom," a ^'bleeding victim/' an 
^^atonii^ sacrificei" I have admitted that the atonement was made 
effectnu^for the elect onlj. 

Redemption is viewed as another part of the subject* Atonement 
was considered as apart from the intention to appij ihe benefit of 
atonement. And this is according to the view of Dr. Owen, winch I 
enoted at Synod. . The purpose of God' to ap^ j the atonement is 
oistinct from atonement I never doubted the fact of a covenant be- 
tween the Father and the Sen, and in connexion Vfiik this, that mea 
repent and believe, and obtain everlasting life; and .that on this de* 
pmds the possession of all Christian graces, from the foondatioa to 
the top stone. 

I have nothing to fbe contrary in my sermon. If this is heresy* I 
am ready to be charged with it; and I hope to be liable to no such in* 
stnaationas that in Mr. Latta's dilemma. I have not given eamse 
for it. I cannot sa}r that I am sure of my own personal salvation. I 
lia^e searched the Bible, as faithfully as I could, for several years^aiid 
have come to the conclusion, that ihe Confession of Fidth of this chiireh 
contains the system of religion taught in the Bible. But I claim a 
liglht to take the Confesuon of Faitii as I understand it I could ex- 
p&in mj sentiments more iii detail, but I have no ^icoaragmient to 
attempt it I stated my views to the Synod, and the same objections 
which I answered, are brought up agaiil. Not one of iny explanations 
has obtained wei^t Now, ihe objectors will try mv sermon on their 
own construction. I remember reading in the ^^Philadelphian," aa. 
article by Dr. Wilson, in which it was held: that no Pred>ytery has a 
ri^ht» to ^0 into the investi^tion of the particular sentiments of a 
minister m full standing. What did I ao on a former occasion.? 
I told the Presbytery that I would explain fully, to any brodier who 
would call and converse with me. I called myself on Dr. Green^ 
because I would not sive him trouble, and had a conversation wit^ 
Urn. No one has thought proper to give me a call, I mean of tiie 
ministers, except Dr. Ely. Some (^ the elders did, and one or two 
expressed themselves satisfied^ one said he was not 

f^ow as to the question of constitutionality. Have the Presbytery 
a ri^t to take up this sermon by itself? Look at the course proposed, 
A paper is offered against a sermon of which the authorriup is avowed ^ 
and closing with a condemnation of Mr. Barnes, and a gracious ex- 
tension of time for him to consider his errors, repent and recant Yoa 
might bum the sermon or bury it, if you pleased; but this propoation 
^es to affect my ministerial character. Mr. Potts says. Presbytery 
ts acting like a grand jury: a grand jury acts only on an accusatioa. 
pother member avows, the proceeding is not to stop with the con- 
demnation of the sermon, ^yhere is the constitutionality of Aaa? 
Have thev shewn the constitutionalitj of condemning a semon 
fnt and tnen tfymg the auftorP This is new diectrine. H* ihia ha 



Digitized by LjOOQIC 



[85] 

Presbyterianism, it is new to me; and if Phad been told, at the time 
I presented myself for license, that this was the law, I should 
have reflected twice, nay thrice, before I would have consented to be 
subject to it. 

SMr. Steel asked and obtained liberty of absence for a time.) 
[ appeal to the book. Presbytery has power to condemn erro- 
neous opinions. There is no question about this; but it must be 
done in a proper way. WJhere is tjie authority for taking up the 
seiinon of a member of the Presbytery, and after it is condemned, 
trying the author? I am under process as decided by your vote^-yet 
process shall not be commenced ^'unless^ &c. (cjuotesbook of Disciplme. 
chap. v. sect. 5.) and again: ^^When complaint, &c. (same, sect. 8.) 
The meaning is, charges shall be accompanied with a responsible name, 
I have no desire to shrink from investigation; I have never been asked 
to submit to a lawful trial; and it is unfair in my accusers to say that 
I shrink. I here avow to you, I am the author of that sermon, and I 
ask any man, or set of men, to come forward and bring charges against 
me upon that sermon. There is no case in favour of the course pro- 
tiosea by the objectors. There is a case of the Rev. H. B. I oonH 
know his name, and Davis' case has been cited« Both came before the 
General Assembly as references from Synods; and what did the As- 
sembly say? (reads'i *'oiight to subject him to be dealt with according 
to the disciplines'^ «.c. What is that? Arraignment and trial upon 
accusation by a responsible person. Is Presbytery first to sit as a 
grand jur^ and then to sit in judgment on the trial, and condemn after 
a suspension of six months? Is this law? Is this American religion? 

As to the Synod's reference: look to the minutes and to the com- 
plaint. The minority complained, that they were not allowed to ex- 
amine Mr. Barnes. In the complaint they speak of **doctrines which 
Mrl J3. had published under his name;" **bnriking the sentiments of 
Mr. B> on doctrinal points under review;" "objectional statements of 
Mr. JB.;" '*Mr. JB'« unsoundness in the faith;" **Mr. J9'« want of 
^orthodoxy.?' It is Mr. B. not his sermon. They proposed 1. To in- 
terrogate Mr. B. 2. That Mr. B, should be returned with his certi- 
4cate to his own Presbytery, &c. 3. They offered to appear as. his 
prosecatoTS for unsoundness ill the faith. They complain of what? 
Of mv unsoundness. The question was, whether Mf. B, was so un- 
•sound in the faith that he ought not to be admitted into this Presby- 
.IJem not simply whether my sermon was unsound. , 

Mr. Boyd called for the reading of the complaint, which he thought 
was not fairly represented; and it was reid. 

Mr. Barnes in emtinuation. The subject before Synod was not the 
termon but the man. The original question had been, was the doctrine 
proclaimed by Mr. B. such as should preclude his admission? Charges 
were presented a^inst Mr. B, Sjpod said that the Presbytery gave* 
eround of complaint, in not allowing the examination of Mr. A Dr. 
Green read this, as a proof that it was the sermon which was to be acted 
upon, when he bought I was rude in interrupting him. (reads the 1st. 
resolution.) 

The 2d resolutian is to be interpreted by the first and by all the. 
previous proceedings. I was surpnsed to hear it affirmled, diat Synod 
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ever co atempUtAd what is mm ,aUiq»d. They ti^im on ^nsbpitrj ^ 
bear objections, but nothing new* pfo. Prespjtepy are to go oack to 
^e former stage of the proceedings and itia enjoined on tbeniy to hea|r 
objections such as would then have been proper.*-»Did the complainants 
themselves understand this to be an abstract question on the sermon) 
Look at the minute offered and at.the heavy judgment contemplated, in 
its conclusion, if Dr. Green's interpretation shall prevail.'—Is npttbis a 
perfectly plain case? Did Synod order an abstract question to be dis-^ 
cussed? and that a living author, a member of the Presbyterv, should be 
tried twice, first indirectly in an examination of his work and thei^ 
upon direct charges. If the sermon be condemned, the bunness is ii^ 

STect done, and all that remains is to prepare the knife for the sacrifice, 
ut if this course be resolved upon. I must ask the opinion of the Ge- 
piieral Assembly on the measure. I wish to know with what church I 
am connected. I do not shrink from an investigation in a constittttional 
way. 

Mr. Biggs. We have departed from the order of evisnts and lost 
sight of the series of facts in this case, and have entered on a wrong 
course. It may be owing to the form of the circular, which did not 
state the stage of the proceedings. On the former occasion, the com? 
plainants stood as accusers. As to the git of the complaint, it was 
the course pursued before. Members differed about Mr, B^s* sentip 
ments and Presbytery were occupied two weeks in a discussion. The 
^ynod took up the business where it had been left{ and we should hav^ 
gone on in onler. No reserve should have place; we have not held 
* caucus after caucus to oppose examination; we are not afraid to meet 
tiie question. * But the course of Presbytery is inconsistent with for- 
mer proceedings and practice. Let the busmess be done according to 
strict principles. We are beginning however, I believe, to get wiSiin 
sight of land. I called a brother to order because I disliked personalis 
tes: afterwards he cited Scripture; and, if we come to Scripture^ we 
(ihall do i^rell. . ' 

Why refuse to briig charges in a constitutional way? I entreat bre- 
thren to forgive my warmth and believe I have no design to offend. A^ 
to the peculiar doctrines attributed to Mr. B., I agree in sentiment 
with Mr. Latta and believe, the same opinion would be sanctioned by 
Presbytery. I believe die same sentiment is ^r. B's. also. 

A storm has been, for years, gathering over this Presbytery. At 
the beginning I endeavoured to prevent this discussion, thou^ I did 
not take the couri^e attributed to me, in a publicatkm which has been 
circulated. 

Mr. M^CaUa. He seconded. It was the whole troop. 

Mr. Biggs. I conceive Dr. Green's paper to be basea on princhiles 
and feelings early avowed. The reading of the review impressea me 
with the idea, that the author of the sermon was accused of want of 
sincerity and truth. What woJld be the effect of such an examina- 
tion? I do hope this paper will not go on our minutes, I hope it wi)l 
not appear to a higher court, that we were so bewildered as to adopt 
such a paper. I ^lieve, there is a course which may lead to a j;ood 
result. According to the resolution of Synod, we must help? pbjecti^msf 
but let it be in a proper manner. 
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Mi^B&yd. If#. B^i* tA&xAs talk of iMmeri. Vft #e&t to Sjrtiod 
tomplaining Thej endeavour Ho hinder the sermoA 

Ibeifig iik&i up, uiilesa ticc^itderfl came forward. Before, we were not 
allowed to accuse and' we sought redress. W^ would hare accused, 
but Synod have given us redress in a more favorable way. They want 
to cut us off from our votes by making us accusers. I expect, .everj 
sjleech on Uliyl side will hate somediing in it about accusers. We de- 
clare that we don't intend to appear us accusers. I never heard of 
Vvi Oreen's paper untill it was presented here. It was moved to read 
it by paragraphs, and Dr. Ely made a motion which was decided to h€ 
out of order. They talk as if we mU9t swallow the whole paperi and 
the conclusion is dwelt on particularly; as when Mr. B. spoke in such 
decorous lan^aage and I called to order, we were compared to butcher^ 
sharpening their instruments* 1 perceive^ there is a stenographer in 
fhe m)nse taking notes, and I hope he will preserve t^e figure for pos- 
• terity. I have no doubt Mr. B. identifies himself with his sermon. He 
, laid an emphasis on the nanie, when he quoted from the complaint. 
Bieadtiwi complaint; it is the "sermon'' not "Mr. i?amc*,''thatisthc 
suMect,^— "Mr. BarnesV sermon." While he puts an emphasis on 
« Barnes,'' I put it on " sermon.'' Bear in mind, the former matter 
Wa& ended ana we went to the Synods Now we hi^ve many motions* 
^ered, while they say there is no attempt at evasion. They want €^ 
have ^o buBinesd conducts in their own way— all tiiis is a refiectioh 
«ti the good sense of the Synod. While they talk of the constitution 
fliey take ^ure not to read it I was going 1» ask Dr. Ely to read the 
part ^hich says, that the Fi»e8bjtery need not obey the Synod. They 
lirroii^^ that w^y wi^ed to resist the examination of the sermon, and 
ftey will not think hard that I say they beat about. Suppose the ser-' 
mon was read by paragraphs and Dr. Greto offered the first article in 
his^papei* as a resonttiott, could it be objected to? Mr. B. t^ identified 
witbhis sermon^ a*d you- caainot frame languagie t6 avoid connecting 
Mt'^ B. with his serindn. 

If we filet to a fair commencement by ten o'clock Iso-morrow, it will 
be well; but we have to fight, inch by inch. Let it be marked, we 
have been laboring ^om ten o'clock yesterday, ijb^ be permitted ta 
^inply with the rec[uisition of Synod: I expect we shall have to sit' 
till Saturday and discuss these motiqns, to the great destruction (^ 
i^^on^ inittence* Ah! Moderator, I would not stand in the placW 
Kome have occupied* I want to come to, the point: I d6n't care 1M^' 
Dr. Green's motion partict^larly. 

Mr. Bame$. Mr. Boyd has adverted to a remark I made. If I hurt 
his feelings by it, I regret it I desire t& avoid all personality and 
btokd no intention to offend any. 

Mr. Sanford. If in order, I would move to amend Dr^ Ely's motio«t^ 
by lidding these words: "that the whole sfubject be referred to the 
GteneiAl Assembly, as tbe course best adapted fot^ preserving tbe pu- 
rity and peace of the Church." 

Mr; M^CeMa objected on the grbtktid of ordef. 

Moderator* I would like to have the conM^n of the houa^. , 

Mr. Bamef twi- Tide 15. "A& ate^iuent niay b^ moved on Aj 
motion, and shall be decided before the oripnal motion." . 
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Mr. M^CaUa referred to Jefferson's Manual as againftt fhis amend- 
ment's being in order. 

Mr. Sanford. Yesterday, such a motion was received. (Mr. S.'^ 
subsequent remark wa^ not distinctly noted down*) ' 

Dr. Skinner. If the design is to aad» as a reason for postponement, 
there is more than one precedei^t. 

Mr. M^'CaUcu The question is merely on order. If a gross viola* 
tion of order was allowed, let it rest on those who introduced it. 

t^r.Ely agreed with Mr. M^Calla, ths^t Mr. Sanford's motion was 
out of order. 

(Two remarks of different gentlemen not heard.) 

Mr. Sanford, Has not the sole subject of discussion been the consti> 
tutionalitj of the proposed course^ since the business was introduced ? 

Mr.-- . This is another business brought forward: 

.Dr. Ely, I don't accept Mr. Sanford's amendtnent because I think 
it would be unfair, to send to the General Assembly what we ought to ; 
settle ourselves. 

Moderator, I think it would be more in order^ for Mr^ Sanford to 
make his motion in another form. ^ . 

Mr. Bacon, I am anxious for pursuing the subject, but will be 
strenuous for doing it lawfully. We are unwillinff to proceed in an 
unlawful way. I w^s glad to hear it admitted, that me ^ermon is 
connected with Mr.B. and that every thing in relation to it, affects 
him. ' Dr. Green's motion presents Mr. B. as accused, but not in a 
proper form. The case of Davis has been referred to. I will advert 
to another, the case of Mr. Rankin, in which the General Assembly 
refused to decide an abstract question, when their decision might bear 
on an individual. If tlie General Assembly cannot do so, % Presbytery 
cannot. Unless the person? implicated is judicially before ihis body, 
we cannot try the cjuestion. The book says, the Pre^ytery shall 
iudee, but not how it shall be done. Two modes are presented in Ihe 
book of Discipline. The case of the tribes of Israel, cited this mom-i 
ing, was a case of ^ ^common fame." It is for us to say if it is parallel 
to this; and if so, appoint a committee of prosecution. But here a 
strange altar is raised, in. this paper. Moreover, the Presbytery ata 
previous meeting, took the matter under consideration, and, according^ 
to rule 10, unfimshed business, is to be taken up first. It may be ob- 
jected that this is a, pro re nata meeting: true, but this is the same 
business. All the proceeding yesterday was irregular; we ought to 
begin where the business was left. • 

Mr. . Where was it left? 

Mr. Bacon, I ask that tl^e minute respecting it may be read. 

'Mv,M^Calla, Moderator, I'll tell him where it was left. It was left 
in the lurch. 

Moderator, I would remind the miembers, that the discussion of 
what transpired at a former meeting, has been decided to be out of 
order. 

Mr. Engles, We have protested against the proceeding of 2d No- 
vember. Let the protest De read too. 
- Dr» JSly.' The protest never was read until yesterday. 
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Air. M'CaUa. He minute can be read wi&out tiie piroftest. I Aoald 
be ashamed to have done what it states. It is strong enou^. 

Mr. Biggs (made an observation which the reporter loat*)- 

Mr.-ffflcon, in continuation* , There 19 another reason: The task 
imposed by the Synod is unconstitotienal; I will endeavor to show it. 
The complaint was, that Mr^ B. was not examined; and the Synod 
saj there was just ground for complaint. I cite the Form of Govern- 
ment, ch. 16, sec. 3. (Reads the section.) Here is a definite statute, 
9, stipulation between several Presbyteries, a part of the Constitutional 
code. This Presbytery was pledged to the Presbvtery of EUzabeth- 
to-wn, that when a member of their body, in gooa standing, was sent 
here, he should be installed. There was a promise — an obligation to 
do it. If tiie article is wrong, let it be aihended. But though we 
may have sworn to our hurt, we are not warranted to break treaties. 
Shipley Wells' case has been cited: I. know that .case. I was in 
the congregation of which S. W. was pastor. He was received from 
the Baptist denomination. In, such cases it is well to examine: 
but in such as this it is improper. There is not the same danger^ 
there is a safety valve; and the minister does no. more injury. if 
translated, than if he remains. ,The Presbyterian Church id one: 
when one member suffers, all suffer. Would Mr. B.'s errors be more 
injurious here, than elsewhere? There is no danger in sticking to the 
letter. If Mr. B. is in error and refuses to retract, proceed to try 
him. The whole of these proceedings . ought to be referred to the 
General Assembly, on the ground of unconstitutionality. 

A recess until 3 o'clock, P. M. moved and carried. 

Decbmber 1. — Afternoon. 

Mr . Patterson . I join in protesting against trying this sermcm alone • 
If the Presbytery of Philadelphia must be divided, let it be done. 
Some years ago Synod were petitioned on this subtect We have had 
much wrangling and quarreling; and, it is very well known, the differ- 
ence is not so much about purity of doctnne as purity of opinion. 
Members of this Presbytery have long beei^ at variance on some points, 
but have been obliged to bear and forbear. For four or five meetings 
of the General Assembly, thdr aim has been to steer a middle course, 
not an exclusive one. In all Protestant churches we find a high and a 
low church party. Four or five General Assemblies have endeavoured 
to keep together and not to become excLusionists. If it must be so, let 
us divide, but in peace. Perhaps it would be more for the peace and 
good of tiie Church. I am in favor of Dr. Ely's motion. 

Moderator. Is Presbytery readj for the question? 

The resolution offered was again read. 

Mr. Hoff., The motion is to postpone. We ought to keep in view 
the Synotrs instructions. It has been said that Svnod was wrongs— 
but the decision of a superior court is important and bihding. I have 
been much surprised, at the attitude displayed here and the effort to 
compel us to oecome accusers. There was a time when we would 
have been accusers. We w^e told, nb^ our efforts were frustratedi 
fh& Moderator decided that an accusation was out of order. Now, 
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iMiftttkilw O0wpel: lis t» brii^ forw^iid ttfi eU ^Urgiis. Wekiiow 
nolning abovt therav ^ej were tamM otft$ we h»re m1Mii|; to^' 6& 
with them:, we are on diffeyeilt ground^ we are to d6 winct th<6 Synod 
ordered, notwithstandiiiff the allegadojv to the contrafy. We wish to 
aet eonstitutkmallj. The mode proposed m lk*4 draft's mpes^ im 
called uncontftitatioiialt and thejr gay We' must be ac€tf sets. ' I am taii 
aatiafied, that this mode h constitiitacHial aAd th«t Dr. Ghreen'a is nnt,- 
Thef saj the Synod did not prescribe llie qm modo.^ I presume ih0 

eper Offered bj Dr* Green;, is not at variance wi^ ChurcN' diaeipiiite^' 
r. €k«en would not present aft unconstitt^nai m^t^ure^ he is> weU 
]le<|mamted with the discif^line^ Dr^Blj's plim will not I'dieve use- 
The qae&lW must be dedded at last, whether the do>cliines of -StAfi 
sennoir accord with ;^e Coflfession of Faith or not When w6 were lA^ 
the wnorityt we were urgent that the n\ajoritj would su#<ir u« to d^' 
(sertaiBr things^ and Were told, thift though we had no right, l^ej woukl 
wmdfeseetid to indulge us. Now^ it seemst there are soliicitors on both 
sides. Now that the Synod has decidied in our Hfn^or^ thejf prs^'we 
wmdd accuse. I do not feel iticli»ed to conWnt; we are on di&rent 
tfrouBd and havQ a r^t to maintain the groimd giyeii bf the Syid^ 
1 aa» against Dr. Bly^ motioii. 

Jl^&ratw* Are you ready fdr the quesifioir? 

The motion was read again^ and Ihe Ayes- and No^ called for. 

Modetmt&r. ^ Those membera itk favor ii posi^onin^ and saying'timt 
iht pi^r o%i^ by Dr< Gi^een is unebustitutioiia^y will say Aye. 

AY£s*^Messr«. Ely, Bm;s^ Pa^teraon^ Belville^ Skin«er, DashielF, 
€hiint, Chandlery Baco^i, Scott, Hoevep, £ustaee, Dallas, Stmtton, 
Yandyke, Withington, Darling, Wills, -Roberts, Mason, White.— 21. 

NAYs»^MessF& GreOn, Boyd, M^Calla, Potts, Neill, Engles, Burt» 
flamed, Parker, Winchester, Williamson, Smith, M^Cuenn, Law* 
neaee, Hoff, Janvier, Algeo, Brown^ Ammidon, Leatking, DiD^a, 
M'Neili, Kerr, M'Ewen, Reed, M'Millaai, M^Nair.^^r. . 

Dr; JS7i^ said be ^ottld enter a protests ' 

Mr. £ngl$9 moved to postpone tiie motion befot^ the hcras^ in 6i^€r 
tor take ap a r^solofion which he offered, vist^ **That the Presbytery 
d6 now proceed to heUi^ the objections which may b^ urged asainst liie 
MUnonk of Mr. Bames, agreeably to the decision of Svtioa, making^ 
thi^ minute o^ed by Dr. Oftem the bsisis upon^ wUtsti tbe proceeding' 
Shalt be conducted." 

Dr. £i^ gave noth:e of hit protests • ^ 

t}f, t^nneufsiadj hcwitihed to offer a motion ^postpdne on anotibdr 
groun<|< 

Mr. M^Cdhk I mentioned a parllamentilry pdneipit r if af nlotioti b^ 
agreeable to the majority, it must be ptft forward m the first place. 
A motion for postponement lost, precludes another motion for post- 
poneoyent; Othesr wise, the n|fljority might be' k^pt a year 6om a de- 

OIBflMv 

D«. Sfewmef. I i^<M if A«^ brother is correct To^movt a^postporiW^ 
metft dn ihe mmgraundf it out <«f order. I move it on a dil&rca^it 
jjrovifed. 

iMMMfbn Th6 hottgehHs deckled oli-^lyotfotiolft^tgp t^ 
tbiqpireiWtaffftrdeR 
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never attended Presbytery during tke ^M^uMion of iSbis affiur. (t 
f tmck roe on betmg tke miimte of Dr« G^en-^ 

Moderator. I am constrained to interrupt the sp^ker* A motion to 
ppsjt^pe is ma4e and it is 9ot ia order to move a commitment. (Beads 
^e ri^le.) ^^When a question is under debate, no motion shall be re- 
dely ed unless to amend it* to c^n^iit it, to postpone it, for the preTioua 
question, or to adjoaro.'^. A second motion is proposed btfyre the irst 
is acted upon. 

f}r.Neill I don't uy^ it* PU merely read my motion. (Beads the 
|noti<m.) 

Mr. EngUe. Or. Neill's messure would not expedite ^ business* 
The coRMoiittee would not agree and the thing would come ui> sgasn« 
I hope we shall proceed. I am not afraid of violating die Constitution. 

Dr, Sldrmer, Mr. En^es' motion does not vary except in phrase. 
(States the motion.) This motion will divide us as much as the former 
>ne» We mitft ^1 see that the reasons why we objected to the former 
apply with the same force to this. 1 see no reason for preferring this. 
iVhat can be gained by it? 

Pr^. Green, nhat do we gain by this? It is only to keep ns from ba«> ^ 
ing harrassed from hour to lu)ur, by new motions to keep off trial . Let 
iis decide that we will proceed by this course, or we can't tell bov 
long it will be before a decision. The movers' object is to delA^jr. I 
thought I had placed the minute on such ground as was unexcepaona^ 
^le, if the bretaren were not opposed to examining the sermon^ without 
fM^cusers; but that any member has not a right topropose a motion, I 
never heard before, I protest, mv intention was to nave the sermon 
examined apcordine to the Synod's rec^nnmendation. I have been 
jialf inclined to withdraw my motion. I thought I was doing what waa 
mfer. t did not expect any objection, unless on the gronnil that 
Bynod ordered what was uneonslitutional. If this was so, we ong^ 
|iot to obey Synod, Bat all I have heard is irrelevant, t say, mc«ir 
fy the miniate if you please; it is offered only atf a basis. Our time 
}m been spent to little profit, I merely say, I did only what I had a 
constitutional right to do. . ' 

' 'Dv.Ely . I am opposed to this postponement because the complmaants, 
(so ^led) always have been accusers. To clear my skirts I protest, 
and beg leave to read a paper showing my reasons. 

Dr. Green' 1 object to it as out of order. 

Dr. £lyf Then I move to postpone the motion to postpone. 

Mr. M^Calla. I am astonished, truly astonished at Dr. ElyH^ ro^ 
4ion, To postpone a motion to postpone! It is contrary to Jeffer^ 
fpn's Manual. 

Dr. JEly. I will not sit and judge Mr. Barnes on an atratract 
quesliont 

Mr. M^CaUa. It is altogether unparliamentary. Dr. Ely has put 
his own hejid into a bag this time. I move that Dr. Ely be indulged 
in reading his protest 

Dr. JSy* I return thanks for the indulgence to do what every i 
lm»iii^ttodn. 
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Betdt hit pretest, tiiiee poblidied in the ^Philadelphiftii'' of Dee. 10, 1830, 
mnd in Mr. Eng^Ies' Narrative^ page 24, &e. > = 

Mr. M^CuUa. As an indulgence has been granted to one party, I 
ask to reply to this protest. 

The ilfoaera/or put the question on this request and it was agreed to. 

Mr. M^Caila. One point is about these charges: now let us attend 
to the facts. Charges were presented, and they^'m long speeches, 
shewed them to be unconstitutional, and they were refused. A gen- 
tleman of the bar has told us that we have no right to aver against the 
record, and Dr. Green has referred to the.record. Mr. Steel said, 
the charees were read as a part of his speech, and then they were read 
to tiie House. They crossed their own path and put their head into 
a bag. They ordered the paper refused to be read, though it did not 
belong to -tlte house. Through a sort of fmdmne curiosity they 
wanted it to be read. When it was said, that this pap^r was import- 
ant because it might have an . influence on Presbytery, they laughed. 
They said it was what had been repeated for weeks, and treated it as 
if it was not worth a pinch of snufl*. 

The worst is this. Presbytery declare they can't conscientiously 
receive charges. Synod did not wish to cross the path of Presbytery. 
They said it was a delicate mattery and then Synod gave an easier 
way. The minority came here to please the majority, and they say 
they cannot try without charges. The protestants are too warm and 
contradict themselves. A glaring contradiction it is. O Moderator, 
let not the protestants think Ihey can do any thin^by their protest. 
But another objection is that Mr. B. is unde^ process. Mr. B. said 
$o in his speech. - You may judge of him by this sp^edh; Mr. B; 
is a man of real talents, as be has shown at Lancaster and here. . He 
says he is under process; perhaps he i1» in a mistake. When Manudf 
in the house of deputies in France, was refused a vote, he had a right 
to appeal; did that prove thjit he was under process? TTie representa- 
tives of tills Presbytery were excluded from a vote on the complaint 
in Synod; did it shbw that they were under process? It is evident, this 

feat argument about being und^r process, is nothing at all. But now, 
is remarked that the complainants have said Barnes here and Barnes 
there. 
Mr. Barnes. Mr. M^C's Indulgence ^as only as to the protest 
Mr. M^CaUa, I am adhering to the protest Mr. Bacon— 
Moderator. I don't know where I am to stop Mr. M*C 
Mr. M^Calla. I know a man who will stop me. Mr. Bacon tries 
to show that it is improper to try the sermon alone. Mr. Barnes en- 
deavours to prove that he is conliected with his sermon. Another 
contradiction: Mr. B. tells you Synod have not directed you to try 
the sermon, but Mr. Barnes: 

Mr. Barnes. I don't know if it is worth while to stop Mr. M*C. 
Mr. M^CaUa. Just as he pleases. Many of those nne things are 
equal to another iassertion of Mr. Bacon, that an act of Assembly pf 
New England changed the constitution. TIkv have «aid things they 
could not put together again for their lives. * They did not know what 
they were saying, [three words illegible.] And tnus your humble ser- 
vant finises* 
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Dn Ortmu I should like to have leave to answer the pitrtest «t 
another time. 

The Clerk read his nunute of the protest iind asked if it wM correct 

Mr. JEngles renewed his motion. 

Mr. Biggs, I am opposed to this motion. This is only presentine 
the Question with a little variation. We are not in full possession w 
the nicts as to these charges. The refusal to hear them, was because 
Mr. .Barnes was not at the time under trial. , Now, he is under trial. 
.Then we were not met to try him: now, he is accused, and this is an 
im|K>rtant crisis in the business.* We wish to meet the tiling o%coiif 
stitutional principle^, and not otherwise. Until our constitutional re- 
quest be granted, the proceedings will of necessity be embarrassed. 

Mr. Jmstace. The Synod have been ipisunderstood. They did wi^t 
command us to try the sermon^ whether orthodox or the contrary. If 
their resolutions be adverted to it will appear, they meant that we 
should ^ve Mr. B. a full, fair, impartial trial, [reads the resolution 
with emphasis on the last clause.,] In any way the examination must 
have the form of a trial; ingenuity cannot discover how it should be 
otiierwise. It would not do justice to Mr. B. the subject, or ourselves, 
nor be consistent with the law of Qod, to do otherwise than g^ve afutt 
trial. Those who before accused, are in honesty and ccmscience 
bound over to make good their allegations, at least on tiie g^und 
of equity and conscience. Suppose* we enter on the examination of 
the sermon; suppose we find it heterodox; will the business end mare? 
Is not that only a preliminary step? Why not then go into a trial at 
once? Is it not inconsistency to say, that a brother who is in good 
standing has preached a heterodox sermon? I am not prepared to sit 
in ludgment on ihe sermon^ but I am prepared to judge of the whaU 
jtijiec^ in all its details. 

Dr. Greeru All that has been said a^nst the course proposed, goes 
on wluit logicians call 2l petitio princtpiu They have been riimng 
charges on constitutionality; and they assume the unconstitutionuitj 
of the measure, against the opinion of the majoritv. How is it to be 
decided but by a majority? - We have the Synod on our side; they 
have put us on high ground and we are determined to keep it Mr. 
B. ought to be heard; and I voted, that he should be allowed to vote. 
I desured that he should answer all these objections. We are pressed 
to go on ground suited to put us out of tiie house. Ours is the r^t 
ground and ti^e onlv right ground. 

Mr. Darling. The more I reflect, the moi^ I am satisfied that I 
was correct in my opinion. The question is, whether the motioa of 
I^.. Green shall be postponed to take up the sermon. I cannot see 
t&at the position would be at all changed. The reverend father has 
been more candid than the mover. It is tantamount to the previous 
question before a legislative body, and is intended to stop our mouths. 
. Mr. Engles, Br. ~Green did not say it was to stop their mouths. 
Mr. Darling. He said it was moved to prevent postponen^nt* 
^ SJr. Engles. Yes. -^ 

Mr. V Did he say, **stq) their mouths.". 

Mr. Dcfrlitg- This is the inference; I caiinot sive his exact w6)rdi^ 
I respect this nouse^md look upon it as one of me most Tespectlibla 
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lAIWiMasuitfiefaiiid. IiiMmcildUTftik,i«imt«te>egH^ 

. mode? We are stili compelled to eoon. Thin mtrthm optm 



proposed 1 , ^ 

tfMft uriiole questioA idwut the propriety of tne proceeding. I npeat' 
my objection of this momine j 1 cannot consent to iiang a nan ^rst and 
ttj him afterwmrds, as was done in the time of Henry VIIL Natri* 
bunal can law&lly condemn first and then proceed to trnL if yot 
tmndemn llie sermon, yon must then try Mr. B. You say he narcoB- 
4iBtte four or five mcmth^; but the result is what? Saspeasioii. If thift 
teiiittte be adopted, that is the ineyitable conseqttOKce. Mr. B. mst 
i»s pffonoanced unsoimd in the faith, and must be dqmed. Sucb ft 
^rnrne is unheard of before all other tribunals. I said it was an 
Utmuifi as if « tibel were to be condemned and then the writer of it. 
tNo. The only mode is as i shewed before; but I will not go 
isvertiie same ground aeain. The obstacles are insurmountable* i 
«ldc, how can you get rid of the resolution, to proceed to the trial of 
4ft*. B. <mtlie ch«^ preferred? The record would be incenssstent. 
TMs eonmdearation meets us at the threshold: how can we proceed in 
HiefMMef it? Ishould r^et a difference, but we have a high duty to 
Mrferm. When the way is clear and diviraon might be pre^nented, 
•Muttttood is to be done by pertuiaciously insisting on Utt course jffb*>. 
mswr it seems, there is a strunle for victonr on the ether side, vfhj 
votatttede to Mr. B's oWtr andproceed to cnarges? It would d^riipe 
Imtii single member of a vote. It is the onlr legal way. As to "the 
iiwe referred to sbce I was up: The* Presbytery has not Aie same 

Cwer aathe General Assembly, [reads the case. J The Gtnerd A- 
n6/y would not discuss, an abstract question in such a caee. Will 
me do iwhat they would mA^ There is no delay in the course we pro- 
^Mset tiie other does not facilitate, but ratiier tiie reverse. It would 
DO monstrous injustice, to try a man before charges are preferred, if 
(W«4ire not dii^sed to do, wnat no court of law ever dia or coul Jdo; 
Hv^at no court of equity or ecclesiastical judicatory ev^ did; we can* 
tyot proceed tim. The Presby^ian church has been called a repub* 
4tcan church: if we consent to do this, to put a man twice in jeop- 
^|ft% for the same thing, it will be most extraordinary* Mr. B. 
declares that he has explained over and over again; yet lie is to be 
jiidced,by tiie construction put by this Presbytery upon the letter 
tf lie sermon. I advocate justice; I speak for principles; Mr. B^ 
jease to-day, may be that of atiother at a foture time, if this practice 
be adopted no man is safe. A church session may get hold ofs letter 
of mine, put their construction on my meaning, and long after it 
mm written, call me to account Every man has a right to be 
^trled by his peers and to meet his accusers. If it is insisted, tiiat we 
Vhalioutrageall common usage, by proceeding to condemn and then to 
ibry; to condemn in December and to try in April next year; I do de- 
«y such a right explicitly. If I appear too warm, it is my manner 
only»^wfaich 18 owing to my professional habits: I judge coofly in this 
business. On the decision of this question depends, whether we are , 
to hs embroiled for years or not. 

Mr. Engles. As I made the motion, I will make «n explanation of 
its dttign. The object was not to step the mouth of afty; that is, not 
^, iveventany from speal(.ing in an orderly way. The idea was sug- 
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l^ededbj Dr. M^Auley's remarks. It is traet that it was intaoided ti^ 
vreYent such moticms as Dr. Ely's; ix) prevent a disorderly course^ 
Qie offering of one motion after anotber ajg;ainst Hie opinion of Presby- 
tery. I am not ashamed to avow this intention, though I h&v^ 
been charged with want of candour* As to the resolution^ at th^ 
mourned meeting of the £d November, being a bar to our proceeding,^ 
X wUl g^ve the house some information relating to it. On Monday, at 
2 o'clock, P. M. tiie Synod adjourned at Lancaster. On Tuesday, a^ 
d» P. M* the Presbytery was to meet^ to consider tiie case of Mr. t^ar-* 
vin» It was not expected that this bttsiness would come upi an4 
no effort was made, by members who attended Synod, to be her^ 
at the opening of the meetings except by myself and a few others* Wa 
bad an intimation that something would be attempted, and, losing nQ 
time, arrived in town twenty minutes before the Presbytery was ta 
assemble. The ^'majority" attended in force. 
Dr. Ehjf^ I protest afipnst such a statement as this. 
Dr. S&rmer. I call Tor the reading of tiie minutes of that meetingf 
Mr. M^Catta* They oug^t to be ashamed of their conduct. 
Dr. Ely. If we are not protected, we must leave the house. 
Mr. b , Was it not decided to be out of order, to introduce 

transactions at a former meeting? 

Mr* M^CaUfu We don't care for it; read the minute* 
Mr. Englea* Dr* Ely moved, ^^hatin consequence oi the ipjaiite 
and order of the Synod of Philadelphia, this day reported, to thi^Pf^- 
bgftery. and above recorded, the Presbytcory will now proceed to tnke 
up and consider tiie charges which were presented against the Rev* A* 
ISames, on the £3d day of June last, and which were signed by tbn 
Rev. Dr. Ashbel Green and others." This motion was decided ta be 
out of order. There are two subsequent motions on the minotes* 1. 
That tiie chaiges be read* 2. That the Stated Clerk be instructed ^ 
furnish the paper of chains at the next meeting. 

Dr* Mjf. ttead the previous part, which will show, that it wa^^ Mr. 
Clerk Engles who introduced the order of Synod. 

Mr. Englea, {reads it and continue.) I assert that there were qnly 
two members of the minority on the floor. As Clerk of tiie Presbytery, 
I communicated the proceeding of Sjrnod. We considered the intro- 
duction of the motion as unfair, and I will read the protest we ibmfi 
presented* (reads the protest in part*) We say that the preceedingaat 
this meetii^ were not valid. The Moderator decided agaioist tiifliir 
motion, and their appeal from his decision was sustained, only by iiu«- 
merical force. 
Mr. Biggs. How else should it have been sustained? * 

Mr. Engles. By argument, Sir. I regret the necessity wo axf 
under of examining this sermon, but the other side are answeirablf for 
all the tumult occasioned by their acts. By force, they prevented our 
examining at first It is not hostility to Mr. B. that actaatea nil 
The course now proposed is one of mildness. H actual process Wijpe 
parsned, deposition might be the consequence* We propose a mM 
ceurse^ we call on him to renounce his errors. -But if it sjuiU be w- 
cessary, there will be a solemn obligation on us to use diaoipUne^ Bfo 

• Tbb j>rotert has been publithad io the «1Hia«de^laa** of fite^ 3, f«d^ 
aad In Mr. Engles* Nsmtive, pages 31» 33. 
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Btrfing's argument has been repeatedly answered. But/hesays, Mr.^ 
B. has again and again explained the doctrines of his sermon. I heard 
all these explanations and his defence in^he Synod, and I was con- 
trmed in mj first impressions. It was asserted bf Mr. Dkrling tiiat 
we contend for yictory: I spurn the insinuation.. Our dedre to main- 
tain truth, has enabled us to bear all the calumny east upon us; our loye 
of the truth in Christ, which we have solemnly sworn to maintain— 
1 ask further, only to be permitted to make an explanation of my state- 
ment before Synod. I stated that a member of the First Presbyterian 
church had observed to me, that he thought the conduct of the Session 
father despotic; that there had been one hundred and fifty signatures 




impression, that the petitio 
time with the proceedings about Mr, Barnes; but have since learned 
that it was some time previous. But I have been charged with telling 
a wilful lie. Is it likely that I would wilfully misrepresent, when 
Mr. White, an elder of the First Church, was present? 

A motion was made to adjourn, and was lost. 

Mr. Bngles' motions were put to vote, and carried as follows: 

1, Question on postponement. For, 23. Against, 9. 

3. Question on the first part of the resolution. For, 27. Again^, 11. 

Mr. Patterson. I now say, I^shall take part in the vote. 

Mr. Barnes ros€. ' 

The Moderator put the Question on the second part of the motion, 
**makin^ the minute offerea by Dr. Gpeen the basis^" &c. and it wi^ 
decided m the affirmative. 

For, 26. Against, 12. 

Mr. Barnes. Do I understand rightly, that the investigation is to 
be on Ae sermon with reference to me? 1 wish to know whether the 
investigation is to be about doctrine, apart from myself. 

Moderator. The Clerk will read tn^ motion as the answer of 
Ac Moderator. 

Mr. Barnes. I asked for information — 

Mr. M^Catta. It is out of order. 

Mr. Barnes. I appeal to the General Assembly. I asked before 
wlrether I had the nght, and gave notice that I should a]>peal. I 
claim as a right, to appeal from this decision, because I deem it uncon- 
stitutional to try th6 sermon alone. Dr. Green's minute closes with a 
condemnation of me. 

I appeal from this decision. I will not consent to appear at your 
barintnis manner, againstihe book of discipline and wnat I believe 
to be Ihe meaning of Synod. 

Mr. M^CaUa. I only claim a right to answer. 

Mr. Barnes. At a proper time. I appeal and, therefore, shall 
leave tiiis place. I desire to arrest the proceedings at this stage, be- 
cause discussion hereis no* likely to Ue productive of any good. This 
Fr^bytery is not in as fit a state' to decide those questions, as the 
l^neral Assembly will be, called by men who are impartial. At the 
b*r of the General Assembly I stand, unless charges be presented 
^ivt* If ehaiged I stand here, not otherwise. 
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Itfr; i i Mr. B. ttca protest, butall thia is oift of onler. 

if r. Barnes. I think I have a ri^t to appeal. 

Mr. EngUs. I doubt Mr. B's right to appeal^ but to settle the ques-» 
tloii, I move that it is the sense of this House that Mr. fi. has tiie 
ridit to appeal. 

jMr. M^'baUcu I wish to answer Mr. B. 

Mr. EiMtace. This is a tyrannical piece of oppression— -[called to 
order] I acknowledge, I have used an unguarded expression and b^ 
the pardon of the House. But I shall consider myself as withdrawn 
from the Presbytery, as to any participation in their ulterior acts 
m this course. 

Mn M*CaUa. Dr. Ely said the same thing some time ago. 

Dr. Eljf. I <said that we should not participate in an unconstitutional 
trial; I did not say I would nol speak. However I have not spoken 
since. 

Mr. M^CaUa. I think brother Engles feels whether he spoke or not. 
We want to obey bur blessed Saviour's command. In answer to Mr. 
B. who says it does no good to discuss these questions in Presbytery, 
what does the Scripture command? Not that we should flee when tne 
'Wolf cimieth: Our vows require that we should exercise discipline. Is 
it not the desire of the majority to do cbod? Our way is calculated to 
do it. Look at the reformed churches of Europe, that have pursued Mr. 
B's plan. Have they done good? There is in New England a set of 
men that think such doctrines are sood. My constitutional temper 
may not be as sweet as brother Engies': but I ask, if it is good to abide 
by our colours, to take the sword of the Sinrit and cont^d against 
error, are we to be censured as tyrants? 

Now as to the point of order. Mr. B. says he had before, aright 
to appeal and, therefore, he has now. Mr. B. is not under process. 
His former ground was exclusion from the ri^t to vote. 

Mr. Barms. I did not appeal from the decisioif of Presbytery upon 
my right to vote, but from their decision on Dr. Ely's motion. 

Mr. Engles read his minute, which stated that a decision was had on 
Dr. Ely's motion, and after that, Mr. Barnes announced his intention 
to aroeal. > 

Mr. M^Calla. Then there is no legal appeal. If he is excluded 
from a tote he may appeal, but not on such a ground as this. 

It was moved that the minute of yesterday about the appeal, be stricken 
, out. > 

Mr. Barnes. Presbytery will do what they think right. My rea- 
sons for appealing are, that I have been virtually decided to be under 
process, and I conceive the mode adopted to be unconstitutional. It 
was not a mere matter of order, but an appeal entered on the minutes 
and acted on to-day. There is a design now to press on the business, 
against my views of constitutional right; and to me this looks like in- 
justice. I make my appeal to the General Assembl]^ on this impor- 
tant matter. It has been said to be one of the most important ques- 
tions ever brought before this Presbytery. If it be of so much conse- 
quence, why not let it be determined by the highest iudicial body? 
iij ministerial standing and character are at stake. I do protest most 



Digitized by VjOOQ IC 



[38] 

miBvmir9M a iMatttsr of Ckratf ikPffosbjrteritii nfausteivaiidai 
ber of tKis judicatory, against these proceedkiga. I stuid attbs bar 
of the Utthest judicator j of the Chuceb. Why da ftey Ofii|Misia my ap- 
|Miall &eth€y afraid of the dedtion of the GrtmtralA8M»Uy^ Ml 
me stand at their bar as accused. If you decide that I have no rig^ 
to appeal, I must ask leave to retire. 

Mr.. Bo^* Mr « B. has committed a mistake. He asked whetlMnr he 
lM4ar%hitoToteoadtesermo». Now heputalt onevtvypoiaiti I 
did not so understand it ti»e»-*- . . 

Mr« Barney* I stated it so at the l»ne. 

Mr. Boyd. I know what side of the house voted ihtdt he bad M 
ri^t I nwre to strike out the minuiie. 

Mr^ Bmmei* Hare I a rig^ to takea eomplainl t» the Gettaral As- 
■sniUy? 

Mr. Englts, Mr. B. is excluded from an appeal at this stage., JNil 
Synod ever imagiae^ that an individual im^nkated eomld irustvate 
tfiiir objeeti^ II so, any apccused pejrson mi^t appeal m initWi I 
sitand fcr the Conolitiiliaa rf the Cluircbf and 1 amrforslrikii^ ouiiiltt 
minntew 

Mit.BiffgSk There is no use ]A this debate* Several of u» men la 
lot yott carry the measure by ^^ mtmerkud fbtce.'^ 

Br« Oreet^ Yes^ by numberd at last,aft«p we have carritd it by ms* 
gumcnt &r«t Mr. {Ingles is right, (repeats Mr« E^'a ai^niatait) 
What saya die Censtitu^on? (quotes.) 

It is our sacred d^iy to fini^ this busiAesa* I must say, I an swr* 
ptised to hear of withorawing from the house. Did the minority be* 
fore do so? It is the most disorda*ly thing 1 ever saw. I have heard 
of such a thing in a le^lative body of a temporal character. B)SLt if 
ikfj won't stay,. I am prepared to meet all consequences. I r^ret 
this reluctance to sift and examine; I don't accuse them of im]|H'<qpc^ 
feeling kk ^etr opposition, but when they did this it was under impro- 
per feeling. We nelieve that all before was out of order, and now w!e 
lave 'the majority* Aa to the mtsAKte, I would rather correct it than 
abikeitoat 

Dr. Skinner. We have protested agidnst the proceeding of Presby* 
1^9 and imist complain to the General Ass^nbty. I do not ilnnk 
we act in a disoffderiy manner in withdrawing from partidpatioii in 
these measures. If I acted with the majority, I should act in a disor- 
derly manner. I cannot^ in good conscience, proceed unconstitution- 
ally. Is this disorderly? As to the appeal, 1 have had doubts of its 
iMingr^lar. 

Mr. Santford*, I hope time will not be wasted in further diseussitm* 

Moderator* The question is <m striking out the minute read* [Vote 
;ldMii and decided in the dfirmative. 3 . 
. Mr* Bamea. Have I a right to appeal? 

Mfdettdor. I consider Mr. B. asbavingarig^toappeid at the close 
«f the proceedings 

Mr. M^CsdJa I am not aware of any s^uch thing in the Constitutioiik 

Mr. JE^Wer (reads from the Book ot Discipliae, Sec III. 1.) <«A» 
appeal ia &e reUMwal of a cause already decined} from aa il^enor to« 
avperiot judicatory, by a party aggrieved.'^ 
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Ir. Barnes. I ask the Modesstwr^ ophiidiu 

Ji«. M^CaJtta. I tnopfpe, thst Mr. fi. faaa no ri^ «to appeii iit fthis 
•tm of the proceedings. 

Wr.sBofi* Isittnitwh8tw«ha¥e]ti8t Aedded^bf (itrikM^ 
minute? 

Mr. Bae§n. Ilie «eeond pangp-apii wjrs: '^^All persoai who have 
■■fc iittii A to a regular triaU^^ maj <ypeaL fiesmiit satattt^mttrU 
or he cannot appeal. 

Mr. Pa//er«Ofi. Mt«B. kwiilingtouibmit^atVfi^ufar^M. 

JUJMfvrolor* A vote nust be taken. TlMyse^hiothiskMr.B.haino 
tUA to anpeal^-Ji am not mve if that is the vi^ fsmi. 

ataJH^Caih, Brother Engies, will ismimit it into ^^ 

j[Question taken. Decided thst Mr. B. hasue ngbt ti>4ippeaiiii 
Awytaee.] 

Mr. Maene». I wish to ;paj respeet to this Preibyterj: but I hv^ 
decided tb»te abaeiitfrom thedisouaGaoii, imleis I sn MvMgaed* 

A^iomimieiit to 9 o'clock, A. M. 

TBimSDAXv DiBOBMI^R 3d* 

TThe Cleric read the minutes of fhe last meetins. 

Mr. Patterson. It is stated in the minutes, that a certain motion 
was carried by a vote of £6 to 10. Since several declared that Hntj 
would take no part in ^e further proceedings, it would be onlv ho- 
nest a»d iur to state €bat fact, or efse, strike owt 4ie ntMiibcmi Eojuid 
W. I'move to ^liike them out. 

Mr. JSngles. It is a true minute <tf what took ^aee. 

1^ M'€aUa. [A remariclost.] . 

Sr. €itesn. Thi^ said, thej would withdraw from iheheuae. 

Mr. Potts, 'Shall they take advantage of their own declimi|g^ 

Mr^ M^Ci^cu I hsAre a motion to make. 

Mr. Patttrson. I moved to strike out the numbers. 

Moderator. Several of those who said they would withdnvw, mukteA. 

Mr. PMkifSoa. I <c«n take my ^nth, that mose around wheve I was» 
Aid'Biotiirote. • . 

Mr. MK^sJia. Put it to vote, without discussion. 

Mr. Bsyd. I hope the record will standi land I ask for Ae Ajes«iil 
Kays. 

4lilr* Lawrence. £Notl^ad[ by the reporter.] 

Mr. Soff. Those who deelinea noting, in honesty, should say wfas 
they are. 

ISk. PiMs. Cietit be said <^«ev«ral declmed taking part^ 

Mr. Engles. Please to put the motion in writing. 

Dr. €^hen. If it is staded vjhoj it should foe xmly with'fiie Ayes and 
Ways. 

ilk. Potts. Several voted, who had declared that th^ahourtd dti- 
cline* 

jSfiKfeYV^or* birttledQ,itisaaid: ^*Sa^n»€9»b«i«»uiile8S«xei»ed 
i <votingi must be ccmaidorod «s aoQiiM»aQgwilh;UieAa)oritgF«^ > 
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- Mr. M^CkHa. Tlrnt setfleft ihe whdematlen 

IAt. Patterson^ The same rulelM^s: «< Members oug^tnoitciitik-^ 
out weighty rewfmn^ to decline noting, "'&c. * ^ 

Moderator* Gr^itlemen declinLog to vote, havci no rig^t to hare tkar 
remarks put on the minutes. 

Mr. Patterson. I wished onlj, tiiat a &ir history should go Uft to 
the Superior Court; but if it is overruled, we must submit. 

Dr. (rreen. The record is not perfect Thej not only declined 
vdting, but said they should take no further interest in the discussioiu 

Mr. Boyd. Is the motion seconded? 

Mr. — . I hope Mr. Patterson will withdraw it. 

Mr. Patterson. Unless voted down» I shall insist b answer to'Dr^ 
Green: what if. a member is dubious how to vote? My motive was to 
have the fact stated, that several declined $ to correct the present ap- 
pearance, that there was a large majority. 

Dr. Skinner. I second the motion, in order to try the merits. Those 
whe declined, said they would not participate in the furtheir discus- 
sion of the subject, and thought they ought not to vote. I believe thejr 
were wrong, but the history of the occurrences should be fairly re- 
ported. It is not re&ular to state the numbers, unless when the Ayes 
and Nays are called S>r. The impression that would be made by the 
present minute, would not be a correct one. I never thoujriit of (eav- 
mg the house; I cannot without leave; but I cannot try Mr. B. in an 
unconstitutional way. 

Moderator. I must read the rule once more. [Reads rule 30.^ 
. Dr. iS3cinner, I presume, those who declined to vote had.wei^t^ 
reasons. The record ought not to ^Ve improper impressions, it is 
not fair, to depart from ordinary usage. 

Mr. Englee. The last part of the rule says: "Silent members un- 
less excused from voting must be considered as ac^tdescing with the 
majority." " 

moderator. The impression of the moderator is, that members must 
vote or be excused; and that Presbytery must be the judges of the 
**WMgh^ reasons." 

Mv. Marling. Can any vote, such as that of last nighty be shown on 
.any minute? rJumbers are not inserted, unless the Ayes and Nays 
are called for: Show us a contrary precedent. Why is it now done? 
I defy any body to show, that such a thing is ever done before a legis- 
lative body. The usual entry is, "afl&rmed" or "lost," unless the 
Ayes and Nays are called for: I did not sign the protest, non did I 
say I would withdraw. I want the record to appear fairly, before the 
General Assembly. 

Mr. Boj^d. Is MX* Patterson's motion under consideration? I move 
to amend it by adding, " a very small number." 

Mr. Engles. I made the minute, intending at the time to ask the 




JJy. I have not precluded myself from voting 'on a point of 
isaid, I would withdraw firom participation in an unconstitu- 
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tional trial. Nflmr, as a veaiHm for setting aaide, I proMMie) that my 
Jhrnftt^from the rinajontj may be entered* I vtfill s^ify my dmmt* 

aAv.MHuotla, Dr. £ly has got at the constitution^ way. 

Dr. Orem. (Let the dissenters enter their ytiss^nt. I am opposed 
only to putting off the examination. As to the numbers entered, Ido 
Bfit recollect a preoedenty but Presbyt^y, when they judge it expedi- 
ent, do it. • / 

Mr. PatiBraon, St was not m^ intention it> embarrass. I only wanted 
'-a fiiir minurte^ I will <lo any thin^, to get a fair history. If the num- 
bers are to be struck out and dissent entered, as suggested by JSl*. 
iGireen* 

Dr. Green. 1 did not say they should be struck out 

Mr. Patterson said something which the Reporter lost. 

Mr. M^CuRa. Mr. Patterson ts wonderfally generous; if we wilLgive 
up, he will be satisfied. ^ 

Mr. Baton. I am not ready for Ae question. I want to know, if 
ih& dissent can be entered any time. 

Mofierator. I believe the question is on Mr. Boyd?s amcndmenis. 

Mr. Boyd* It is sd. 

Dr. Skinner, The precise &ct is fidrer. Saying 26 to tO, is better 
than an indefinite expression. 

Mt, Patterson. I move that the nam^ of I. O'Neill be put on ',the 
imimita. ^ 

Mr. Potts. What was the reason he did not attend sooner? 

Moderator. A minister, Mr. John Smith, was also lateih hianttend- 
aace, I will take this opportunity to ask the reason? 

Mr./. Smith. 1 did not receive the notice until between 8 And 9 
(O'clock, to-day. 

Moderator. I sent the notice in time. Is Mr.'Smith?e excuse Sfsa- 
•tained?. ,[It was sustained.] 

Mr. Engles. Can there be ^an amendment of an amendment, <thit 
\i3» names be recorded? 

Dr.j£/y. No: / enter a dissent ' » ' 

Dr. Skinner. I did vote* 

Mr. Latia. Say A, B, and G declined voting. 

Mr. -^ — -r-" — . Were they. at liberty to do so without leai.ificf 

Mr. Patterson. I ask Uave to withdraw my motion. 

jyr.JSly. I desire my (Z^e»^ to be entered. 

Twoothergentlemen joined in a like request. 

Mr. Potts. Is it not against^the decision of last night? The4ou»$^on 
Jiefore the house is to chanee the minute. 

Mr. Engles. Will Dr. Ely write down his dissent? 

Dr. Ely. I desire my dissient entered, from the rilsokition to^ovvie 
the minute of Mr. ]3.'s appefd. I hold that one who is charged tpr^- 
larly, has a right to appeal. 

Mr.. Skinner., The prifikge of ent^rii^ a dissent is ntft r^tnctfd to 
those who did not vote? 

Mr. ■ Certainly, voters cannot* dissent 

Dr. 4^^ referred to the imnutes of the Genera] Assembly, >to^iliow 
that members in the minority can dissent ^ 

^h.i3ngle8. Itlo net doubt the ri^t 
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JDn Skinner. I ask s. decision on this p6int of order* 

Moderator. The Book of Discipline, Ch. VIII. Sec. 1, sajs: <^A 
dissent is a declaratidn on' the part of one or more members of a mi« 
nority, in a judicatory, expressing a^iierent opinion from that of the 
majority in a particular castj." 

Mv.Englea. Then those whphave not voted, have no right to dissent. 

Dr. 5tencr. If so, Mr. Patterson's motion should be feinstated: it 
was because a dissent was suggested that h^ Writhdrew it. 

Dr. Ely- Does the Moderator decide, that a person who remains si- 
lent cannot dissent? 

Moderator, I give my decision in the words of the book, and refer 
to Rule 30, **Silent members," &c. [as before quoted.] 

Dr. M^'Auley. [The reporter lost this.] 

Mr. M^Caila. Has a minority a right to enter a protest forthe pur- 
pose of stating every fact? - 

Dr. Mitchm. I ask, if a man who was out of the house when the 
vote was taken, is to be ranked with the majority i a man called awaj 
by a Providential circumstance. I was thus absent '' 

Dr. Ely. Dr, Mitchell can enter his aye or nay yet. 

Dr. Green, /was Providentially prevented from attending on the 
fid November: can I enter my aye or nay? 

Dr. J?/y. I wt)uld be willing to allow it. 

Moderator. The vote of a member who was absent, may be entered 
when he comes in. 

Dr. Mitchdl, I ask to have my vote recorded. 

Mr. P0//5. If the ayes and nays were taken, butndt in another case. 

Dr. Mitchell. One question was decided by ayes and nays. 

Mr. — .■ I recollect a similar case, when the votes of all who 

had been absent, were refused. 

^ Dr. Skinner. It was undoubtedly correct, for otherwise, the deci- 
sion might be changed by a member coming in. 

PA remark by another gentleman, and then one by Dr. S. wfere lost.! ' 

Mr. M^'Calla. Let us remember what has been the history of such 
practices. 

Moderator. There is no motion before the House. 

Mr. Hoff. I move to take up Dr. Green's minute and read it bypa- 



ragraphs. 
Dr. Eh 



Ely. I move to divide the question, in order to prevent the 
reading- 

[The Clerk here said he was ready to read the part of his minutes, 
relating to the matter of Mr. Barnes' appeal; and, being directed to 
do so, read it Upon his concluding, a member asked, ^^Is the minute 
finished?" and the Moderator answered, ^^The Clerk said it was 
finished,"] 

Mr, Darling. I heard nothing about the erased part 

TAr.Engles. It is not usual, m- this Presbytery, to note erasures; 
but if called for, I will liote it. 

Mr. Darling. I call for it > 

Mr. MOaUa. I move to commit the matter to a committee, for the 



j>urpo8e of having a minute prepared. 

Mr. * b There is no mfficulty about 



the proposed minute. 
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Mr. Mr. B. gave notice that lie meant to appeal. . It it 

plain, Mr. Boyd's motion to strike out should be put on record. ^ 

Moderator^ Will the member be so kind as to make a motion? 

Mr. ' — * I don't knowlf I ought to make a motion. The 

. Clerk should state the occurrences. Mr. Barnes' notice and die mo- 
tion to strike out are omitted. 

Dr. Skinner. I will second a n^otion for the purpose— I hope the 
full facts will be recorded. 

Dr. Ely ^read his note of the motion to show the impoptance of iti 
being recorded. ) 

Mr. M^CalUu I wish these brethren would remember the facts. 
There was^a difierence of ppiaton as to the propriety of striking ottt| 
Dr. Green thought we should not strike out, out amend. I move that 
there be an historical minute to this effect, that Presbytery made a rnia* 
takei and that a committee be appointed to prepare it (Seconded by 
Mr. Enffle8«)\ 

Dr. Green, I was fatigued yesterday, or I should have said some^' 
^ng on the subject. I was opposed to striking out I remember Dr. 
Nesbitfs saying, he always opposed any striking out of a minute madef 
for amendnient was better, as showing the whole matter. I am sorry 
there are so many precedents for striking out. I am for amending. . 

Dr. M^AuUy. The Clerk can restore the minute. A man has 4 
right to appeal*, and the mmute ought to be restored. Mr. B. has not 
given his reasons for an appeal, but did, in fact, appeal. We should re« 
store the minute* I suppos^ Mr. B. thought himself ag^eved, and, 
therefore, appealed: shall we refuse an entry of tiie fact on the minutes? 

Moderator. I think, itcan.be done only on a motion for recbnsidera« 
tion. There are now two motions offered. ' 

Mr. Engha. Dr. M*Auley was not here at the time. Mr. B. did 
;assij^ reasons^ and said, he wished to remove the proceedings to a 8u« 
perior court. 

Dr. NeUl. ''An appeal is the removal of a cause already decided." 

Mr. Sted. The very term **appeal" implies so. One can apptol% 
only in case of a trial: he may complain^ m this case. 

Dr. M^AuUy said a. few words which are not noted. 

Dr. Skinner. As to the legality of an appeal, that has been decided . 
It is now desired that the record should be corrected. 

Dr^ Oreen. If this motion were withdrawn, a committee could ar« 
range alh > 

Leave.to withdraw the motion was granted*. 

Dr. Green. I move to reconsider the vote to erase the minute, and 
that the original minute be restored. -• 
' Both these motions were adopted. 

Dr. Skinner. I move that the fact, of Mr. Boyd's having m|kdd a 
motion to erase, be recorded. 

Mr. Engles. It is recorded, except— 

Dr. Skinner. This fact is not recorded. 

Ur.M'Ccdku The first record is of the appeal. After that, Mr.B. had 
no right to appeal in that stage. I atn glad of the nullification of die 
«ppeu. I move, that the record rf Mr. B's appeal be erased, because 
PrMbjtery made a mistake. At any rate» 1 move for a commttto^ 
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Jr. Oreem ^Mroi^objcictb^afairbktor^. 
)i% Skinner. That is all we wantb 

The Moderator pat th& quefltioa on the appointeebt of » eoaaiuM^ 
sad it was eaFried» It was tii^i resolved uuCi thc^cammktee^coiwst 
of three members. 

Moderator. Mr. Engles^ Dr. M^Atdeyi and Mr. M^CaBOf. will bd 
Dm committee. 

Dr. M^Auley be^d to be excused, and the- JUbisrofor Bajned Dr^ 
jSSwtner. Mr. M^alla be^ed to be excused. 

Moderator. The committee are Mr. Ungles^ Dr. Skinner^ and Mv; 
M^CaUok The ouestion will now be on Ihe motion to reaid Df.Gjipeeft's 
paper, by panignq>hs. 

Mr. Patterson. I wish ia move a postponenieni of Uie whi^, and ^ 
reference to the General Assembly. 

Mr. Englen. It is out of order. The same motion wl» sinted last 
ni^t, and decided to be out of order j and cannot be called upligaift,^ 
withouf the consent ^ two third§ of the members. (Rule 19;) 

Mr. Pattetmm. In that stase of the proceedings, it was sidd tcrto 
out of order, and Mr. Sanfora yielded. 

Mr. Englea read the minute of the last eveidi^ To mme s^ refer-' 
ence, is to move a reconsidefation. 

Moderator. The. member can only move a neiton^ideration* 

Mr. Pditeredn. I thou^it a reference was in ordar always. [The 
Mod&ator said, No.] 

Mr. Patterson' It is the first, time I ever heard, that a refierettce i» 
liot always in order. If that door be closed^^ 

J^r. M^Adegd What was the motion said to be^ut of order ye^r** 
day evening? 

Vii^PMersarC I thought Mr. Sanford'sihotiononly waspt^noun^ed 
then out of order; not that reference in the general, was out of orders 
My motion now is, ^^That the whole business now before Pred[>ytery 
M referred for decision to the next General Assembly*'' 

Mr. Seudordk Was there not a division of Dr. Green'il motioti called 
for? . 

Mr. Engles. The. motion befin^e the House is, to prbe^edto hear 
QB|ections to tiie sermon. The only motions in of d^, are poer^ntte- 
ment, commitment, and ammidment. 

Br. Ehf* A diviaon is in order. 

Mr. Engles. The motion must be to postpone first 

Dr. MitchdL I move to posl^ne, in order to tdce tt|l a tMamt for 
diMRftmitineQt. > ^ . 

^r. Patterson. The Moderator i/frill remember, I bad the floor. 

Mr. Engles. t thought the motion had b6en to postpone. A mo^n 
oarriedy can be reeonmder$d. Dr. Mitchell can move a rec$e!6sid4^- 
tion. 

Dr.JkfitcheB. Mr. Patterson has the fldoT. 

Mr. Patterson read his motion again. 

Dr. M^^uf^. What is the purpose ^ the reference to tiie Gen^fal 
As^mbly? for a final decision? 

ifr. Patterson. Yes. There are twq^ easts in tbc booky. in whiek^ 
Jttot|MiMirs« fi»r ultiiAAW trill. 
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Mr. APCtMa, Itislawfid'tomoveapostiMHiement 

Mr. JBngkBi Mr. WsSPs moiibn, to r^ mt imnnte bj paragraphs^ 
laft out of order, becauso that question was settled yesterday. 

Dr» MittkdL Who that ever attended the meetings oS the Genecai 
Assembly, has not heard motions, after the commencementof a disois- 
sioDy to refer to a committee? * 

Mademior, 1 call for the original motion. 

Mr. Ayf withdretr his moti<^n with the leave of liie seeond'er. 

Moderator. There is no motion before the House. 

Mr. Browfu Has not a counsellor, Mr. Darling, told oatfast Mr. 
VUtoraen had tuo right to move a commitment? 

Ik. Elv* It is a point of order whether the minute nmatbe taksnupw 
Bid Mr. EiM;lesmake a motion to proceed? 

Mr. £ngU9. There is no necessity for a motion. 

Moderator. Th^ motion was made last evening and decidefd on* tm 
titke tp the minitte. That is now before the House. 

Dv. £ly. Other business has been transacted since. 

Mr. Foiik, Only motions respecting the minutes. 

Mr« Engln. I am in order and will proceed to state objectaons* 

Dr. Oreetu That bitsiness is now before liie House. 

Dr. SkiniMr. I have one question to ask previously: wtiether this. 
'pfufiot introduced 1^ Dr. Green, is the property of Presbytery or 
not? 

Mr. Englea reads his minute, ''The Rev. Dr. Green presented a 
minute,'^ «e. it will of course be recorded. 

ModeraUn* The buskiess now is Dr. Greeti's minute. 

Mr. Patter,8on, Does tiie Moderator decide that I cannot move a 
reference? 

Mr* Envies* Mr. Patterson cannot; Dr. Mitchell can more a re- 
coBsideration^ 

Dr. MUdhdL I dont wish to. I suppose I come in time with rea- 
ams for arresting the proceedings. Will the Moderator say, if I can- 
not, at any time^ move a commitment? 

Moderator, ''When a question is under debate, no^mcytiott shall be ^ 
received unless to amend' it, to commit it, to postpone it, for tiie pe- 
yioiis qtteslion, or to adjourn*'' Yesterday, it was in order to com- 
mit, but the question is decided. Now, it is resolved to proceed, and 
no motioit is in order butone to amend, &e; 

Dr. MiteheU. If so, I move as I did before. 

The Maderaior reads Dr. Mitchell's motion. 

^*That the paper now undec consideration be committed, for the 
purpose of preparing such a view of objections to the sermon, as shsll 
embrace aU the anworities and proofs m support of such ol^ections; 
aitdi that for this end the cojoamittee be allowed two weeks to make ^ 
their report" 

Dt. AKtchdL I '11 state my reasons for making this motion. We 
have seen with what violence this man is charged. It is evident, from 
the spirit manifested liere, that it is utterly impossible that this dis- . 
oostiodi can go on, in compliance with the last clause of the Synod's 
resdution. It is evident, that there is no unanimity among the mem- ^ 
ben. It is evidfint, that there is a small majority. Though small, it ' 
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is a majoritr. It hofl prevailed already and will on the farther ques- 
tion; and tne spirit of division will m more brought out; and there 
will be Ions speeches till Christmas. Nearly two days have been 
spent already. 1 wish them then to have an opportunity, to come 
before the world with all they can find; with a big folio that half a 
dozen of them can't carry, and that it would take two days to read. 

Mr. Parker. Is this the exordium of the gentleman's speech? 

Dr. MitcheU. 'Tis to the point, the capacity of the Presbytery to 
judge the case. 1 would have the committee chosen from among the 
complainants; and to brins all they can find in two- weeks, savins the 
Presoytery's time. Let them search the Confession of Faith ana all 
the musty books they can collect Let them gather masses of evi- 
dence, and bring all their work cut and dry, to send out to the world 
as an exposition of the creed of the majority of the Philadelphia Pres- 
bytery. 

Mr. w After two weeks it would be the same thing. I did 

not expect to hear our Confession of Faith called musty. 

Mr. Latta. Does Dr. Mitchell think there is not enough in Dr. 
Green's paper? I thought once, there were too many objectiona, and 
Dr. Mitchell would not wish more. If more shall be stairted, they call 
be entered as we go along. 

Dr. Green. The gentleman can hardly deceive us in what he said* 
We only want a living library. I feel deep regret at hearing sadi 
language. ' 

moderator. Are the Presbyteir ready for the question? 

Mr. ' . I wish to hear Dr. Ely's minute about the members 

who withdrew, part of the protest 

Dr. J5%. (reaas his minute.) Dr. Mitchell was not one. 

Mr. ^yrf enquired if this protest was the property of Presbytery. 

Dr. J5ly. You will get it in ten days, or in the constitutional dme. 

Mr. ^— % Does not this preclude them from voting? 

Dr. £ly. As to what we consider unconstitutional; but not upoii 
points of order. 
. Mr. ■ ■ ". repeats the question. 

Moderator. I am not prepare* to decide. 
' Mr. Patterson. If we can prevent an unconstitutional measure, we 
will do it. We shall feel it to be right 

' Moderator. I suppose up member has aright, in any case, to say he 
will not vote. He cannot be silent without leave. 

Mr. Patterson. Have we not a constitutional right to be silent? 

Moderator, i reply by reading thie rule: **Silent members/' &c. 
(as before.) 

Mr. ' The whole rule reads thus: '^Members ought not^ 

without weighty reasons, to decline voting," &c. [[reads the whole 
rule.] I»Jow, these gentlemen-said they had, reasons. 

Moderator. Presbytery are the judges of the reasons; member* 
must assign them. 

Mr. Patterson. I wish to say a few words. 

Mr. M'Ccdku He is a atereofype occupant of the floor. He hat 
asked to occupy the floot on every question^ . 
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Moditraior* The question is on Dr. Mitchell's motion for commit- 
ment. . 

Mr* M^CaUa. Two reasons have been assigned b;^ Dr. M.: the 
length of time occupied in this discussion, and the spirit manifested 
here. As to the first, all the loss of time has been occasioned bj 
them. Two weeks have been spent in discussion already, and t^o 
weeks more will be spent in the same way. . We have tried, time 
after time, to get the business settled, but tnere*ha8 been no chance. 
Postponement after postponement has been mQved, until it is disgrace- 
ful. Ntiw, a commitment is moved to keep (iff an examination^ and 
there will be more motions, though they were going to withdraw; then, 
indefinite postponement will be moved; and tnen, there will be a de- 
bate on the previous question; and then, we can't tell but that tiieir 
will be more reasons such as insisted on in Dr. Mitchell's argument 
Because they were doing wrong two weeks, is that any reason why 
we must give up and let them have every thing their own way? Can 
we be jaded out of our rights? 

As to the second argument: The spirit on both sides has been 
wrong; I confess it is all improper: but 1 think, one side tried, two 
weeks* cool and fair argument; and, if they are to be kept two weeks 
more from the object, it is no wonder that they are sometimes restive. 
Remember the cause: this is the whole reason of the spirit manifested 
on this side* Remember Dr. Green's co^nmencement, his cool argu- 
ment, his clear orderly language. Dr. Green is looked upon as the 
leader in the course we propose. If any spirit has been shewn, be- 
traying a restive character, it has been occasioned by the unrighteous 
conflict of two weeks. Is this given •as a reason? 

Again: Remember there never was such a thine debated without 
warmth. Is this a reason why there should be no discussion? It is a 
«et, bold efibrt to suppress discipline, and comes from the system pre- 
valent in New EngLnd. Presbyteiianism is abhorred in New Eng- 
land — because they have gone into errors in doctrine. Once they were 
willing to be Presbyterians; but now they are not, in New England^ 
for an eclat has been produced by their doctrines. Now. they would 
suppress ecclesiastical dominion and the enforcement of discipline. 
Would we let a judge take bribes, and not bring him to trial, lest 
there should be warmth of spirit manifested; and so let him keep out 
of the hands of justice? No, let what may be, politick discipline is 
not destroyed. ^ 

As to domestic discipline they make the same eQbrts. This class 
preach to children, that they are not bound to obey their parents, un- 
less they see proper. And what is the reasoning of the opposite party 
here? Vvhy that because, when a parent calls his child to account 
and the child treats, him with contempt, the poor old parent becomes 
warm, and there is evil speaking on both sides: theretore, he cannot 
enf(H*ce discipline in his family. ^ Moderator! How will this appear 
to posterity? Let it be recorded, and let posterity see the plans to 
crush this minority. Let them see the sufferings of a few, deter- 
mined to stand by their religion and not to desert tiie colours of their 
Divine Captain! 
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Afar. Bigjg8. W« in&;f Judge df Ifae speecii fust ielmsed bgr the 
statement in ii. %Ve simpl;^ ask tiiat^iis business may proceed m m, 
^cmstHutional tnanner. It is our regard to constitutional &nn and 
fninciple, that influences usy and we feel dufselT«s justified in our 
Qourse. The speech just finished is oonfronted and neutrali^Ked bj 
ihe simple declaration I now make: we ask nothing but that "the regu- 
Jar form of process may be pursued. If I were on the ei&er (Side, I 
.would come forward as an accuser. 

jMiT. V Is this to the point under consideration? 

Mr, iBiggi* Just as Wuch as the speech that was heavd « Few mo- 
.jnents fiance. We den^f the charges made against us. * 

Mr* JSnglei. Mr. Biggs has several times asserted, that the onfy 
•constitutional mode is an accusation. Bid Br. Mitcheli'j imoili«iif 
^ndiich he advoca^ted^ contemplate such a couifee? 

Mr. Biggs. I replied to Mr. M'Calla's charges* 

3lr. M^CaUcu Yes he replies against himself. 

Mr. Barnes, I wish to lay a paper on the table. 

^*The undersigned deeming it unconstitutional to trr and condemn 
« sermon of his, without placing him on trial on regniar chai^ ae- 
i$:ordkig to the 'book of discipline ; and believing that an investigation 
jof the sermon whece he cannot constitutionally make a regular ddfenoe 
ion charges ni^larly brought, is improper; and desirous tiiat fall justioe 
4aM;y be done to him and ttie subject, acknowledges himself the author 
of a fi^rmon called the Waj of Salvation, with the notes thereto ap- 
pended, published at Mmristown, N. J. and professine himself reaoy 
.to answer to any chains which may be alleged to mat sernion re- 
specting his orthodoxy, with the privilege of a proper explanatidh of 
its sentiments and meaning; most respectfully requests ot the Presby- 
tery to proceed in regular form to try him on the sentiments of tfaoirt 
•aermon; either on the ground of common fume, or by a responsible ac« 
4SUSOT, or by accusers. (Signed) ALBERT BARNES.'' 

Nov. 2, 1830. 

.Mr. i^<^Ca/^ nioved a commitment of the paper. 

Moderdtor* There is a motion before the House* 

Dr. Green. He cannot interrupt the proceedings* 

Question taken on Di^. MitchelPa motion to commit, which was decided 
in the negative. 

'Mr. M'Calla renewed his motion. 

Dr. Skinner. The design is, to prevent what is judged by Mr. B. to 
t)e unconstitutional . 

Moderator^ There is a question b<$fbre the House on the motion ^ 
Dr. Green. ^ 

Dr. Ely moved a postponement, in order to consider a resohition 
tii&t liie request of Mr. B. be entered on the records. 

Mr. Engles. It cannot be postponed. 

:Dr. 15/5^. I think it can: t postponement is always in order. 
^ Dr. Skinner. Mr. B. asks an investigatidh on the ground of com- 
mon &iDe. Will siich a request be refused? 

Moaentior. The paper is not before the Hpuse. 

Dr. Skinner, Dr. Ely's motion is, to postpone in order to 'Me 
it up. r 
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Mr« £ngle$* I object to postponement 

Dr. Skmner. It is only a postponement for a few nvoments, that is 
ftsked for, to introduce this paper. The reasons are these: Mr. B. 
wishes a rc^lar investigation. It has been insinuated, that, if he 
were conscious of being right, he would solicit an examination; and 
Mr. Parvins conduct has been alluded to. Mr. B* appears before you 
now in a more commendable attitude: He does not ask accusers; he 
asks an investigation in a regular manner, and that a full examination 
may be made. I ask if, when he solicits such a thing, it shall not be 
done. Mr. B. is right in choosing this time for his application. He 
forbore formerly, not because he was afraid of an investigation, but for 
reasons which lutve been assigned. Now, that an injury to him, an ir- 
reparable injury is threatened, he asks to be charged on common fame* 
Can we come to any righteous decision on the present plan? Let all 
the evidence be viewed. I hope, at least, this request nvay, be entered 
on the minutes. 

Dr. Green. They affirm what we deny. They say that we won't 
take up the business in a constitutional form and that we must yield 
to them. I have no objection, except leaving the. ground given us by 
the Synod; which I would not do, unless some authority be shown in 
the book. The resolution of Synod saj^s we had just cause of com- 
plaint, that they would not let us examine this sermon: but they say 
we must yield our ground. When a man is an accuser, he becomes like 
nn advocate; he feels under an obli^tion to support the prosecution, 
and thinks he must do all he can.- We w^nt all to be like arbitrators 
and to sit as jud^s, not to appear as attorneys. We would not l^ave 
tiie ground which has been given us by the Synod. It is an important 
principle in Presbyterian church government, that is disputed. Those 
who sajjT that the Synod acted out of' order, are i;he only members con- 
sistent in opposing us. I am not prepared to affirm even tacitly, that 
the "Synod were wrong. Every Presbytery has a right to examine a 
person comioff to a congregation within its bounds. 

Dr. Ely. The motion was as I understood, to proceed to hear objec- 
tions to the sermon. It is lawful to postpone such a motion. If we 
can ]A>stponethe examination in order to dine or sleep, we can for ano- 
tiier purpose. I never heard tbe contrary until a gentleman asse1*ted 
it here. The i^otion to postpone for a specific object is proper. It 
is in order to do what the Synod wished to be done. ( don't profess to 
l^ow all that took place at their meeting, among the members. I 
don't know every thing; but I do know, that a gentleman, L believe 
the chairman of the committee on the subject, told me: one chief cause 
of the Synod's, decision was, that no judicial disposition had been 
made of the charges a^inst Mr. B. Though they were out of order 
staoro re nata meeting, j^t. they must be acted upon. It was not 
resolved, that the charges could not be tried at a future time. Synod 
intended to send back the whole business, for us to rectify all wrongs. 
. It would have been correct for us to say: now.eive us your charges, 
as the offender has since come under our jurisdiction. I have been 
strongly tempted to bring charges myself against Mr. B. and to take 
up Dr. Gkeen't paper thereon. I desire to examine the- sermon con*' 
•iitutiohaUy and to judge it. The Synod have sent back fte complain- 
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ants to offer their o)b||ecti<ms. Observe, Mr. Bugles' motum was to 
hear objectiotis generally. Did the Sfnod tell tis to hear, any ebjec- 
Hans that might kt mad^ No, only the comphinants^ objections; not 
that the sermon was to be set up as a tai^et, for every body that could 
bring pistol, cannon, or pop-gun to bore holes through it. What ob- 
jections diil the Synod know of, but those stated' by the coniplainants. 
The only proper way is, to hear an accuser, who is such here and will 
be* such at the judgmefit of the great day. The Synod never laeant 
this Presbytery to try any thing not regularly specified, by the com- 
plainants as such. • Dr. M«^raw told tne that Synod came to their de- 
cision, chiefly on the ground that these charges had not been disposed 
of. I mean to condemn if necessary, or acquit, as shall seem to me 
to be right. I believe, some expressions in the sermon are incorrect; 
but that Mr. B. can satisfy us with his explanations, and that he does 
not contravene essentially our standards. Now I intend to bear all 
the taunts an^ insinuations that may be thrown out, about consuming 
time, &c. I am willing to leave it to the judgment of a candid audi- 
ence; which portion of this Presbytery has offered most, to the discre- 
dit of religion and the disgrace of Our church. 

Moderator. The merits of the course proposed cannot come in, on 
this motion. 

Mr. Smifprdi I hope to avoid, hereafter, any digression. The ques- 
tion is abbut granting Mr* B's request. Let us say whether We will 
give him a civilanswer or not. ^ 

Dr. NdlL I wislvto hear Mr. B^s request read again. 

(Mr. Cheiiter admitted to sit as a con^esponding member. ) 

Mr. Jarn«« [reads the request.] Who has the floor? 

Mr. M^Calla. Mr. Barnes, if he chooses^ otherwise, I have it' 

Moderator, The re<mest in this paper, is the same in effect, jblb the 
resolution ofiRsred by Dr. Ely brfore disposed of. The Presbytery- 
have decided, that it is constitutional to examine the sernton: Mr. B's 
request eoes to ask a rever^a^ of their decision. 

Mr. names* I felt convinced that the course which had been pro- 
posed was unconstitutional. I have been in effect charaed^ with liold- 
inglioctrines contrary to the Confession of FaitJ), to which I had pro- 
fessed attachment I request a proper form of accusation and will 
Btate why I have not made this request before. I have never refused 
to enter upon a defence, if charses should be brought I did expre^ 
the opinion, that you had no rignt to try me for a publication made 
within the bounds of another Presbytery. ' Now, I avow that its au- 
thor is properly in your jurisdiction; which Inever was before m a situ- 
ation to do. I questioned if Presbytery had a ri^t to catechise me, 
but never was asked to submit to a trial; and it has not, until this time* 
seemed to me proper to make the request just now made. 

Mr. Enffles. 1 understood, before the meeting of Synod, that Mr. 
Barnes said he was not amenable for- this sermon. 

il/oJerator. The question is on postponeipent 

Mr. M^CaUa rose, and some one asked if he had not already 
«fK>ken. He replied ^^not on. this motion/' iind proceeded:— *I was 
willing to let tiiis request be granted. I am willing still, if all 



Digitized by VjOOQIC 



["3 . 

tbose'mllt /Mb. 'Sftii&rd, wiUendirse wlutt he said: that is, that we 
shall so on to the pafier' o( ]>r« Green in five minutes. Otherwise,^ t 
viewSiis as one link of a cfaain of m^sures, intended for the same 
end. UntiU therefwe, they will do what 1 hate mentioned, I shall 
oppose tills request; because if we don't^ there is no hope of expediting 
our business. Our constitutional prlqoiples are not constitutional prin- 
ciples at all, in their view. If we yiela, thfey may keep us out m our 
Jtteasure, on c^nstitotioiral objections. But the ehief objection is, that 
it may be used as a weapon against discipline. We have the Synod*^. 
order and this, they say, is unconstitutional. Are we to give up aiid 
fall in with their views? No. i know the use to be made of conces- 
m<A». Dr« Gr^eii futd ydtfrself know how it was on a late occasion. 
Amotion wa^ offered; Dr. Ely moved a substitute and we thought 
that it met our views: but, on an objection made, lie let us know, that 
if we aereed to the new motion, we must leave our first ground. Why 
«ve u{7the old rule of Synod, unless we are to give up the old Pres- 
pyt^an. principle. Let u» not have any thing to do with doctrines 
inteiided tp destroy dtsciniine. 

'Mr. ^rford. I inte^aed: no pledge as tf^ the principle; but pro- 
posed to hear ik^ request and answer it, and so on» 

Mr. Patttrs&n* Mr. Barnes has so far yidded, as to consent that 
his sermon should be taken up on co^imon fame. Our past acts do not 
preclude us from making a regular accusation* Why not do so? I 
nope Presbytery will yield to the request. What difference can it 
make, whether the sermon is examined on Dr. Green's motioh^ or on 
common fetne?: 

Modevator. I have decided, that it is impossible to discuss this ques- 
tion, on the motion offered. 

Mr. JSngltB stated what he understood to be the moUoa. 

Mr, Patierson differed from him. - 

Dr. ^/^ stilted his motion ag^inu 

^ Moderator n The Question is* on postponement. 

A division \i%s called for. The votes were 
For 25 — Against 21. 

Dr. J^^ moved that Mr. Barnes' paper be entered on the records. 
■ Mr. M*'Calla moved that it be committed . " 

Dn t!ly. It is nt>t on record. 
, Mr. M^Callfl. It is necessary that it should be committed^ and, if 
Dr. Ely was ofi the other side,, he would tell you so. / ' . * 

Dr. Skinner* It shoulf| go on the record, first 

lir. Green asked why so? Dr. Skinner answered; but the reporter lost what he 
said. Dr. M*Auley asked, why a poatpoaeraent had been moved? and Mr. Engks 
informed him what Was the resolution olfered. 

Mf. Gilbert was^n mdtion admitted to Sit as a corresponding member. 

Moderator* The question is on commitm^ent. 

Dr. NeUl. No object is to be gsdned by the commitment of the pa- 
mper read. I am opposed to the motion. 

Dr . Chem . It mi^ t be thought that I was in favor of <i commitment : 
I see no use in committing. • 

^ Mederatorf I understand, the mover is willing to'withdraw his nm- 
tion. Di% Ely's moticm ie befor^s the hoi»e. 
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The question was taken on Dt. Ws motion and it vrus earned. 

Dr. Green moved that a committee be appointed; ta assign the rea* 
sons why Presbytety cannot comply with Mr. B's request. 

Dr. Skinner. I object. It must be determined first that Prcslqr- 
tery do not accede to the request. ■ 

ModetatOT. That has been settled already, by the resolution to con- 
sider Dr. Green's mi&ute. ■' ' 

Dr. Skinner. That resolution does not bind us to proceed at all 
events: Something might occur iti the providence of God, to render it 
altogether improper. 

Moderator: The motion must be to reconsider. ^ 

Dr. Skinner, I only want that there shatlbe a'decif ion first, whether 
the request 'is acceded to or not, before we appoint a cbmmittee. la 
*the motion of yesterday final? 

Dr. Crreen, There is no good obiection to the latter -modtft. 

Dr. Eh/. The case is altered: Mr. B. never before avowed here^ the 
sermon as containing his doctrine. I Inove ^ proceed to take up the 
requestof Mr. B. ^ 

Moderator. There is a motion before Presbytery. 

Dr. Ely. [A remark lost.] ♦ . ' 

Mr. M'Caila mentio'ned a case before ^iie General Assembly. - 

Mr. Englee presented a report of the comnoittee ofvlhe^minutes respecting tti'e 
notice of Mr. B's appeaU and Dr. Skitiner, one of the c^mniiite^, stated tbatbe 
did not concur therein. / ' . . 

Dr. M*Jwky asked: '*Am I to understand this report as going to ecMe the mi- 
mite?" • . 

A motion was offered, to accept and adopt the report and tbe Moderator said? 
** I hesitate about* the propriety of taking up the report liow. It wilflie on the 
table." 

Dr. Green reads his motion: thait — ^ be a committee, to assign 

reasons^ why this Presbytery cannot accede to Mr. B's request, and 
to answer the protest which has been. made. (Oh the latter clause 
being objected to, it was withdrawn.) " 

Dr^ M'^uley. This motion indicates beforehand, of what party the 
committee is to be formed. ^ - 

Dr. Ely, It takes for granted, what is not settled. I shall oppose 
the appointment of this committee. • 

Dr. Skinner, If the majority concur, they will not thereby give up 
their views of constitutional order. We do not desire them to yield 
to us. It is no such concession. They can procee<} in a knoufn con- 
stitutional course, without deciding, whether the other course is con- 
stitutipnal or not. I should be willing to prefix, to k resolution grant* 
ing Mr. B's reque;^t, a declaration that the majority do not concede the 
point of order. I do not think that a reason not admitted to have 
force, should be assigned. : ^ • 

The question was taken on ^he appointinent of the committee^ ahddecided 
in th^ affirmative. The votes were: For. Sr, Against 21. 

It was 'then resolved, that the committee consist of three members, ancf 
the Moderator named Dr. Green, Mr. Lafta, and Mr., JBiggs. The last 
two asked .leave to decline. Mr. Engtes was named and declined. Mr, 
Winch fBtcr^Xi^ Mr. Hetvillewtre then named. Mr. Belville asked to be 
en^cttsed, because he was against the meatore refetted to the committee. 
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Mt. Aamu. Am I to understaiiid that mj requ^t U not gnsMh^ 

Moderator. A committee hits been appointed.to assign ineasons for 
Ticrt granting the request Presbytiery have taken this coarse. . 

Dr. Skinmrrl move, that the request of Mr. B., as pres«mted vk 
his paper, be granted. * , 

-Br. Ely* I second the motion. 

Mr. M^CaUa, lmo\ej that Mr, Bameabe^acquif ted. 

Moderator. The motion of Dr. Skinner is out of order. 

Dr. Ely* I shall enter my dissent and protest i^isst thisproceedine. 

Mr. iMgles proposed to proceed in the business of Dr. Green's 
motion. 

Mr. ■ . ' ■ ■ desired to have the sense ^ the Hoh^ on Dr. Skin* 
ner's motion.^ • 

Moderator, The House will preserve order. I did not hear Dr. 
Skinner's motion seconded^ , 

Dr. Skinner. I offer the motion again: that Mr. BV request b<K 
granted. ? 

Br. Ely. It is not in order, in this forin, I acknowledge. 

Dr. Skinmr, Then { move to postpone the business hSere Presbjr- 
tery; in order to take up this motion . ^ - 

Dr. 17/y. si second "that motion. 
^ Mr . Englee. This is another obstacle thrown in the way of proceed- 
ing to examine the sermon. - 

Dr. Skinner and Mr. Barnes disavowed any intention of prev«tt|iig 
the examination. — 

Mr. M^CaHa.* They may disavow, but facts speak louder than words. 

Mr. Engles. .Why are motions on motions thus introdaced| Are 
the brethren afridd to: give th^ir opinion on the doctrinal points? / am 
tiotv afraid to rive mine. The record will be before the world, and how 
will it appear? ^ . ^ 

Dr. Ely. That is the very thing we want, to publish all to the world. 

Mr. Sanford. Although uie prindpal qi^stion was disposed of, yet 
the request ought to be considered. Mr. B. never asked before to be 
charged on common fame. I t^ould give him an abswer to his request. 

Dr. Green. It has been disposed of. Shall^w^ say over again, tiiat 
we will not grant his request? What is the use ? Slo unfair advantage 
is taken. ^ • 

Dr. Neitt. I don't wonder the members are tij*ed,^but I feel bound 
in conscience to say a word. Although the principal question 



settled, yet the request of Mr* B. changes the groynd . They wish a 
postponement because of the change. I don't know whether I shall 
DO clear to vote^ it is not my practice to decline voting, but 1 feel scru- 
ples about refusing this request ' . ' ' 

Mr. M^Calla. If this motion fw postponement carry, the superior 
court will have to inquire, what Was the state of mind of the members, 
what had con^e athwart us? They will see two minutes in juxt^-posi* 
tion: one directing reasons to be prepared, why we cannot accede f 
another that Pre^ytery do accede. They must think we were stagger- 
<d. The only way to account for it is, that there are two parties^ and 
tiie officet's ot each go to ihe top of the hill and look over tor any that 
XMLyl^stfagglmg^, What other .account can be g^ven? WliMiwe 
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e«i«pttn the twQ ftct«, duii BIr. B« said ke was nai ft^qpooiiMe ti^ ua, 
tafidnow. that he says^he ia-~ 

Mr.Barnss* I ask leave to explain. I said I was not responsible 
kkete for the publication of this sermon within the bounds of another 
Presbyterjr: nqt that I was not responsible fo^ the sennon itself. I 
never, until recently, avowed here tnis sermon^ as containing doctrines 
held by me. 

Dr. JSly. 1 call Mr. M^alla to order^ for using such expressions as 
.*>sthiggjcrs." . . 

MrTM^CaUa, I did not call any body a straggler* I said they call- 
ed people stragglers. In a neighbouring city once, I was called on by 
a member of Synod, and he took me to his house in a carriage, whedier 
I would or not. Well, there I was asked, if I would not ^gree to a 
jneasure, in case it should be moved; 4nd I saw that Or. Nein agreed 
to it, and it was plausible; and thus being askedin private, I was near 
b^ing caught as a straggler. 1 was within a hair's breadth of it, but God 
preserved me^ I thought I had better not commit myself, and I jtost 
escaped • . So now, it may have been said, - **If I'll propose to be tried 
&irly on comknon fame, &c. , will you support ,meP" We ou^t not to 
be trifled with. Thcrugh Mr. B. says it is unfair to impute to htm a 
desire to avoid investigation, yet he once denied his responsibility, and 
EU>W9 he acknowledges it - if God permkus to keep.mir senses. We 
are determined not to be turned out of our ^conrSe* 

Dr.JEly. Once he was not responsible^ but now he is. 

Mr. AvCtdla made an observation which the reporter lost. 
. : Mr. JSarne«. I will not sit under such impntatiOBsI 
- Mr^ iltf'Ca/«a. Then let him stand, , ^ 

Moderator. I ha^^e been appealed to»t>n the question of orders and 
I think, the onlypri^r motion is « motion to reconsider. * . 

Mr. Engles. Tnere cabl>e no debate on that <]uestion« 
' Mr. Biggs. Will I>r« Skiimer insert ^^reconsider" in his motion? 

Dr. j£/^ofajected^ that one of the majwity atone could mov«a naeon- 
4ideration. 

Moderator* The business is on Dr. Green's motion. 

Dr. JtftVcAe// moved, to postpone this business, in order to take 
up a minute which he Would move^ viz: 

** Whereas certain members of this Presbytery appeared in the cha- 
racter of complainants before the Synod of Philadelphia, ift their late 
eessions in liancaster, touching certain, procedures of Presbytery in 
relation to the Rev. A. Barnes, and his printed sermon, which cotn- 
plaint issued in an injunction from the Synod [J» the Presbytery to 
near and decide <m the olnections of the complainants to the orthodoxy 
of that sermon, and to cfo in the case whatever a regard to the or- 
der and purity of the.chttrcb might seem to* require; and. whereas^ in 
literal compliance with that inunction, Pi-esbytery have heard at full 
lengdi a writtejo statement of objections with such supposed proofs 
annexed as the Confessionof Faith could fumishi and whereas^ tike 
manifest state of fedins in the Presbytery, renders a compliance with 
the latter part of Synod's injunction altosetfaer impracticable by apro^ 
trac&d discussion of said olgections; ana whereas,, our Book of Disa- 
fl^am wisely provides tfiat in lUfficidt ^nestions^ 99A smch as may 
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% tfmira PreAftcsy, a reference of tfe wboie mtier t».1kr 
_teral Assembly may be bigblj proper, therefore^, 

^^Resahed^ that the sdrinon ot Mr. Barnes, tether with the com- 
plainaatd' objeetbns and such explanations as Mr. Barnes may thpik 
proper to furnish, be referred to tlie next General Asseinbly, for their 
final decision." 

Mr. M^Cdllcu Is this the third, or thie thirtieth motion of this sort? 

I>r. mteheU. Neither. 

Mr. ' " > . I hope Ihat mode- 
Mr. Winchester. Has it not been decided to take up now the paper 
«rf Dr. Green, and is not that now before qsP I request the Moderator 
to answer this question. ^ 

Moderator* I /have decided, that th^ business before us is, to hear 
the objections to the sermon. 

Dr. MitcheU* I thought tiiere had been a motion to postpone^ since. 

Mr. ■ There must b^ an appeal from the decision, or we 

, proceeds '. 

Mr. Englea. It is to change thie aspect of the proceedings: but if it 
is to change, Ae course must be reconsideration. 

Moderator. Our only business is the hearing of objections of the 
minority. 

Dr/£%. The minority or ^e complmnantsi . 

Mr.. ■ * '■ ' ' ■ ■ ■ > Agreeably to the requisition of the Syno^.. 

Dr. Mitchell. I appeal from the decij&ion of the chair. . 

Moderator. My decision is,* that the only proper ^motion* is recon- 
sideration; as the motion proposed goes to take the business out of the 
bands of Presbytery* 

Mr. ■' • f Can the minority liiove a reconsideration? 

Mr. — - — ^— % It is not* reconsideration* it is to refer. 

Mr- — . Well/ but it must be oh the ground of recqnsiftera* 

lion. ^ . ' 

Moderator. An appeal is taken. . The question will be to sustain 
the decision of the cnair or not. 

Mr. Patterson. I do not i^nderstand-^ ^ 

• Dr. Green. There 4^nnot be an argument (m a poivt of drder. 

Moderator. The business is, hearing the complainants. The on!y 
Ttiotioti in order is, to reconsider; and, therefore,. Dr. Mitchell 19 out 
of order, in. moving to postpone with a view to reference, 

Dr. M*'Auley. Is it, that postponement, in jAgg*ene/£r/ is oUt of 
<»fder? •■ ■ , '■ • 

Moderator. I cannot state it more clearly; If the gentleman • c^Qpt 
totnprehend, I can't help him. . 

M^. Angles. My understanding of the question is this: The Modie- 
ratordeciaed.that Dr. Mitchell was (Mit of order, and he. appealed to 
the Hoi»ae» 

- Mr. Sanfofd. The business hate been complicated. The motion 
was postponement of the business t^efore the House. 

Dr. Green. If tliat is it, you catinpt argue the merits. 

Dr. MitchdL I tneant to postpone the discussion. 
. ;hti,Sldnner. 1 have one q-uestion to ask: Wheth^ it is debided» 
that postponement witii a view to r^nreace, is out of onl«r, because 
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Ira am not now engmed in the disciMsionP If we liad .entered on ttw' 
discussion, a motion to refer would be in order. 

Jkhderator. I decided that the proper motion was to reconsider. 

The ({uestion was taken on sostaming the dedsion, and was decided in the 
affirmati%'e. The votes were, . . 

For sustaining, 36. Against^ 18. 

A recess till 3 o'clock was moved. 

Mr. M^CaUa. At least let us remain till we get a grip of our busi- 
ness. 

The motion was lost 

Mr. Ungki opened the objections as follows:* '*Tn stating tbe docfrTne of ori- 
ginaiMix^ tbe author emfiloys a phraseology which is calculated to mislead, and 
which appears evidently to conflict with the spirit and letter of the standards of 
tbe Presbyterian Church." * ^ 

The objection presented on this first point is this: [reads from the minute] 
. 1. '*He denies that the posterity of Adam are responsible or aniwerable for 
,Adaftt*8 £rst sin, which he committed as the federal head of his race. Thus, 
f.6t* Christiunitjr does nut charge on *nen crimes of w.hich they are not guilty. 
|f does not say, as I snppose, tlud the sintter is heid to be per»<faailjf answerable 
fir the iran^prtksions of Adam or of any other man.* ** 

The complainants thmk, that: ^'Although the word transgressions is here oied 
plaralty, yet it is evident from the whole tenor of this division of the discourse, 
that the prime sin of Adam, which constituted his apostacy from God, is meant. 
Aaain, he sa^s,p. T,/* Neither the facts, norahy proper inference from the facts 
alBrm, that I am in either case parsoiM^ responsible for sffhat another man [re- 
ferring jto Adam] did before / had an egeistence,* And he. explicitly declares 
|hat if Go(^ had charged upon mankind su9h a responsibility^ it would have 
been dearly unfutt, vid^ p* 6. 1'he doctrine of responsibility, Jiere impugned 
is clearly expressed. Con. 'of F. cap. vi. 6. • Every sin, both original hiid actual, 
being a transgression of the righteous taw of God and contrary thereunto, doth 
in its own nature bring g'ilt upon the sinner^ whereby he is bound over to the 
wnith of God ami curse of the law and so made subject to death; with all miseries 
spiritual, temporal and eternal.' - •' 

3. In accordance with the above doctrine, that mankind are not responsible 
for Adam's sin, be affirms, p.. 7, that • Christianitytaffirms the ^fiict, that in^con-' 
Jiection with the sin of Adam, or aS a rmilt all mttral agents will sin and sinning 
will d^e.' And then proceeds to explain the principle upon which the Universalitv 
of sin is to be accounted for, by representing it to be the result of Adam^i 
tin, in the ^Mime sense, ^s the misery of a di'unkard's family^ is tbe residl of hia ini- 
tempeeancc. Here it would seem, the author maintains that the same rela* 
tionship subsists between every man and his family, as subsisted betweisn* Adam 
and his posterity, that the same principle of moral government applies to both 
eases .alike, or in ^ther words, that mankind hold no other relationship to 
Adam, than, that of children to a natural progenitor. 

Tbe public; federal or represenUtive cfaAraeter of Adam is thus denied* 

* For some tin^e after Mr. Engles had begun this statement 6f objections^ 
the Reporter, not being familiar with Dr. Greek's minute, supposed, that the 
q>eaker was using his own language but occ^hionally quotv^g fr^mi the . ser- 
moix and tbe minute. In the coilrse of a few minutes, a gentleman who. sat 
ilext to the reporter, discovered the fact, and observed "You need not writ» 
that, Mr. £, is stating froip the minute." After this, the points of objection 
were noted so as to give the substance only but not in detail, and upon com^ 
parison with the minute, published by Mr. E..in his Nah*ative, proved to be 
to the same effect. The objections are, therefore, *iow copied from the 
printed minute,. except that twopKrases used, by Mr. £. in presenting them, 
and ^stinctl]^ noted, are inserted. These are distinguished mm the minute, 
by not beiiq; included within the marks of quotation. 
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(srnitrtty tn^^e ex^^licit stttemeiit in the answer^ the 23 Q. of Larf?. Cat. 
* The covenarft bein^ made wi^ Adafn as a public person, not for himself only, 
but for his posterity;^ »ll mankind descending from him b.y ordinary g^ene- 
ration sinned in him and fell with hiin» i" that first transgression.' , 

3. «e declares, p, 7, • tliat the notion of imputing sin is an invention of modern 
tjmeSfc' contrary to Con. of F. Chap. vi. 3, « Tlj«y being the root of all man- 
kind, the guilt of this sin was imputed, and the same death in sin and corrupted 
nature conveyed.to^U their posterity, descending from them by ordinary genera- 
tion.' 

4. In p. 5, he admits that his language on the subject of original sin, differs 
from that used by the Confession of Faith on the same subject, and then.accounts 
for tliis difference on the ground of the difficulty of af!ixin,(^ an> clear and definite 
meMhing tftthe expression *we sinned «» him and felt with him.* This eXfires- 
sion he considers, as far as it is capable of interpretation, as 'intended to convey 
the idea, not that the sin of Adam is imputed, to us, or set over to our account, 
but that there was a personal Mfen/t/v constituted between Adam and his posteri- 
ty, so|t hat it was really our act, and Qur^ only after all« that is chargeable on us.' 

The whole of this statement is exceedingly incauti(>us.and improper. The 
language of the Confession of Faith on one of the cardinal doctrines, is l»eld u pas 
obscure land unintelligible, or, if possessing any meaning, as expressing an ab- 
surdity. ^ The 'framers of thia confessibn are charged with the absurdity of 
maintaining the personal identity between, Adam and his posterity, when their 
language conveys no more than a federal or representative relationship. This 
whole view of the doctrine of original sin, i^, in the opinion of Presbytery, ob- 
scure, perplexed, fruitful of dangerous consequences, and, therefore, censurable* 

A recess until 3 o'clock, P. M. was moved and c^riied. 

AFTEaWOON. 

Dr. Green. Mr. Engles has stated the objections on the first point. 
Mj wish was to bring together, the statements of the sermon and 
those, of bur standards. I had no otlier object; I had no desire to se- 
lect every minute item of tiie sermon, but only the parts plainly incon- 
sistent with the standards. I stated distinctly, that I wished to bring 
the sermon to stand in face of the Confession of Faith and the Cate- 
chisms, Presbytery must judge whether they-^militate with the sei;- 
mon. I have very little more to say at this stage. Here are the 
sermon and our standard^: Let Presbytery decide, whether they agree. 
Fui;ther explanation by Mr. B. was desired j and I am willing to hear 
Jiim: arid, if requisite, answer, and if I shall not be convinced by thp 
exp^anations he makes, I will state why I saicl so at the first. Mr. 
Engles hAs stated tbe^ objections on the first point. Mr. B's senti- 
ments, as I believe, are in antithesis, as expre^ssed in this sermon, to 
our standards. , 

Mr. Barnes, An impression has gone abroad that I will not mak6 a 
defence. Dr. Green said he would listen to explanations I have 
hesitated what course to pursue. I have felt it to be my duty, to re- 
. sist steadily thus far, the measures of the complainants, and thiow my- 
self on> the legal^ form. 1 have expressed a, willingness to explain; I 
do it in the pulpit, in private; I have done it in Synod and before this 
body: but tne question here is, whether f ought to volunteer an ex- 
planatibR. I ha^e avowed this sermon to be mine, but the abstract 
sermon, without explanation, I have riot admitted to be within your 
jurisdiction. In a verj few words, I could, in private or othjerwise; 
satisfy you, that the views attributed to me, are not what I meant to 
express. 
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IthM b«eB a c|uettlbn in m]r mind, wilder I am edted ott t» 
make an^ explanation; and whefiier to make an et^anation, would be 
a rec(^itiofi of the ri jht of this ^Presbjterj, to dit m judgment on the 
sermon mrithout chains against me* i' cannot, with my present views 
of order, make explanations. Brethren should hav^e referred me to ik 
rule, recjuiring me to come^ here and explain. 1 think I could make an 
explanation, satisfactory to the majori^ of this Presbytery. I hope 
the brethren believe, that I am innocent of contravening my ordination 
vows> On the whole, I am convinced that it would *be improper, to 
yolunteer an explanation; because, I cannot recognize the constitu* 
tionality of this course of examining the sermon of a livine minister. If 
brethren will go on, they must examine with what candor tiney can* 
I leave it to their candor and Christian spirit, to put such 'a construc- 
tion on the sermofi as candid men would do, and as they wouldi in a 
lUce case, wish to have put on their own writings. I will state the 
course I shall take, and they can say, what they wUi afterwards do« 
When I am arraigned here; when there is a bill of indictment; when 
I am charged; I pledge myself tor make explanations, and I believe^ I 
am able to exnlun to the satisfacticn of a majority of this Presbytery. 
My views ana their's will so far coincide, as not to exclude me froui 
your Presbytery or ministry, and my doctrine will be found not to 
vary essentially, from the Confession of ¥aith. Then, you will h^ve 
an explanation as candid, full and clear, as God shall enable me to- 
to^ve. At present I have arduous, duties elsewhere, and can do no 
good here: I ask leave to be absent from these discussions when I shall 
mink fit I make this request, because I would not wish to be disor* 
derlvi . 

Moderator. The question will be now on granting the request just 
made by Mr. Barnes. , 

"Mr. jEngles. I opnose it. " Arduous duties'^ we all have. Mr.B* 
is as much under obligation to be here as I am. We wish him to be 
here* I did hope he would have given an explanation. Mr. B. says 
truly, the Presbytery are favourably inclined towards him . We wished 
to hear explanations and called on him on legal ground,, and after- 
wards he was invited to explaSn: Is it not strange that he should now 
ask leave to absent himself? . The practical p^ of the sermon we 
could all coincide with. We quoted the doctrinal parts fairly; only 
from a few pages, because they are scattered and occupy only a few 
pages : not nowever, a line here and a lin^ there, but as fully as the 
sermon declares doctrines. Is it credible that the majority mistake 
the meaning? Ii think Mr. B. cannot explain without recanting; he 
must withdraw the language. I do not say thiit his sentiment, are 
radically wrong; but tiiat the sentiments here expressed, are radically 
wrong. Our course is constitutional. We do not wish to arraign 
Mr. B. but only to ascertain his orthodoxy. Jf his sentiments shall 
be condemned, we want to ask him ^to reflect on them. I asserted in 
the beginning, that Mr. B. was a man who, froni his amiable manner^ 
and appearance, seemed such as I should like to have with us. / Kave 
lost many hour^ rest because of this business. 

Moderator. The question is to postpone, in order to consider M. B's 
HNquest 
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Mv. Bofmm* It ieems, ibat we are renXij getliiig nearer together. 
Mr. Engles; says now, that he does AOt beliere I am radically wrong. 

Mr. Angles. I said that I beliered Mr. B^f sentiments not radically 
Wrong, bat that the sentiments expressed in the sermon are radically 
wniDg. ^ ^ ^ . 

Mr. J3ames. As to what Mr. Engles says of kindness. He says it 
is not a kind thine jfi me to refuse a voluntary explanation; that the 
statement given of my doctrines is a fair one; and that the course taken 
is favourable to me.— ^The first, discussion on this subject, was in mv 
absence; afterwards there was one, when I was not a member of this 
Presbytery; I spoke, only to claim protection from imputations. I did 
offer an explanation; which was short, because I was embarrassed by 
the circumstances, and scarcely knew the points on which I was givihe 
explanation* J offered to converse in private with any member; but I 
nniforpuly maii^tained, that a minister coming from another Presby- 
tery, was not bound to submit 4o be examined. I challen^ any one 
to say that I ever refused' to converse with him. I am wilhns to con* 
verse wi^ Mr. Engles any time: I live within three doors of bis resi* 
dence» Some of the «lderd called on me, but not thd^ministers. I am 
wiUine to explain at any place, in a proper manner; but not here, be- 
cause 1 have protested, with some brethren, against the course of pro« 
eeedii^ Qring me to your bar, and I will not be found lacking: If 
Qod spare me, I will explain to your hearts' content I respectfully 
request leave to be abslent when I shall judge fit. 

Moderator states the mcrtion. 

Mr. JBoyd. Cannot he get leave from the Moderator? 

Mr. — — ; — — I should like to know, if the Moderator feels himself 
at liberty to grant such leave. * 

Moderator, No: except for a few moments only. 

^ The question wa:^ ta^en on' granting the request; and leave was granted, 
two or three voting against it. v 
Dr. Green's minute came up again. / ' 

Dr. Greeri* I am glad that my young friend, Mr. Engles, expretoed 
kind feeling. I am of the same-^mind with him, however, that no ex- 
planation can be given of these expressions, atid there must be retrae- 
tion^ I have heard from Mr. B. an explanation in my study, a long 
explanation in Synod; I have attended, as well as I could, to every ek- 
idanation and am not satisfied* No explanation, I think, can mdce tiiis 
laikeui^'consist with the Confession of Faith. He says the doctrine 
of TOe imputation of sin is a modem idea: it is as old as Augustine. I 
will miention one phrase from Augustine, which has ever been considered 
a standard phrase. I read from Edwards: ^ 

**^By original kn as the phrase has been most commonly used by divines, 
is'TQeant the innatetinfui defirttuity of the heart,- But yet when the doctrine 
ol original sin is spoken o(, it Is vulgarly understood in that latitude, which 
includes not only ^^ depravity of nature^ but'the imfiutatipn of Adsim's first 
sin J pVt in other words, the lial^Ieness or exposedness of Adam's posterity, 
in the divine judement, to partake^of the punishment of that sin. So far as 
1 know, most of those who have held one of these, have maintained the other; 
and most of those who have opposed one, have opposed the other: both are 
epposed by the Author chiefly attended to in the following discourse, in his 
book ^gamit original sin: And it may perhaps appear ^ our fiiture cimsi- 
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deration of the subject* ^bat tliey are closely connected; tbad the argumetits 
which prove the one establish the o^her, and that there are no. more dA" 
culties attending the allowing of one, than the other." (Part 1. Ch. 1.) 

Edwards? idea is, that there is an identitj between us and Adam* 
From the same book, (part 2, ch. 4, near the end) I read, where he 
comments on the passage in Romans, so often quoted, (ch. 5.) 

' ** As this place in general is very full and pla»n, so the doctrine of the cor- 
i-uption of nature, as derived from Adam, and also the imputation of his first ' 
sin, are 6oth clearly taught in it. The ifnfiutation of Adam's one transgres- 
sion, is indeed most directly and frequently asserted^ We are here assured^ 
that by one mQn*8 sin, death fiassefi on all; all being adjudged to this punishi- 
ment, as having sinned (so it is implied) in that one man's sin.'* 

The Council of Trent made their article, so that any body might 
hold it as he pleased i but tbefy themselves held as we do. The doc- 
trine of the Reformers was: that the fair probation we had with 
Adam, makes it just for God to treat man as He treated Adam an hour 
after he fell/j and' that after the first sin of Adam, every individual pf 
his offspring, was born under the same Constitution, as Adam, himself 
was under an hoiir after hi& fall. -The uniform doctrine of the Protest- 
ant reformed church,^ i's, imputation^f Adam's sin and corruption of 
our whole nature. Now it appeal's, that*Mi:« B. denies the whole of 
the doctrine of imputation. He speaks, of the conseq<uencc$s of Adam's 
fall, a& analogous to evils entailed o^ a drunkard's children: but are 
they responsible for their father's itttemperance? Do they always fol- 
low his example? No. The moment Adam broke the covenant of God, 
he ceased to be^ur covenant head : butMr* B. says, bot)i fa6t« are to 
be explained on fliesame ^rinciplej on the whole subject of imputa- 
tion^ Mr. B. means, hei does not hold our doctiines. He does not saj . 
that our nature was corrupt, before the first act of sin; that our nature 
is corrupt: but seen^s to hold that until a tnan h'UctuaUy a sinner him- 
self, he is not responsible. The doctrine of original sin is necessary, 
to vindicate the DrvSbie administration. 

Mr. Steel, It may seem strange to some, when they view the course 
I puiPsued yesterday and that I adopt to-day. I shall vote on /this ques-* 
tion, but with sorrow, that Mr. B. did not remain^ to an^er objec- 
tions. • . ; , 

Dr. Green. I thought Mr. Jiarnes was here. 

Mr. Steel, Mr. B. nas given an explanation, which^ satisfied me on 
somfe points. But, after Mr» B. was received, I thought it our duty to 
enter into an examination of4iis sentiments, and to say how they dif- 
fered from ours; and then take such course as should seem right I 
am sorrj for the difficulty to get at the proceeding. My determina- 
tion, from the first, was, to hear the defence and take a course to ex- 
press our difference on somd points, and there let the matter rest I 
woi|ld say., such language as Mr. W^ is incautiou9 or impriident, and 
we wish t(v say wherein* we differ from him. 

Dr. Skinner. Let it be understood, tfaat the rea&ofi why I shall not 
vote, is a difficulty as to the consistency of my codrse; not l|ecaiise of 
a difficulty in judging the merits of this question, but because all the 
proceedings are, in my opinion, irregular. I wish to have it placed on 
the minutes^ that my silence is not to be construed a^ acquiescence. 
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Dr. NeUl. I astee on the importance of iiie enquiry; but in voting 
on a question of this kind, we shall not accomplish our object^ because 
Mr. B. is absent. I object to taking a vote in this manner. 

Mr. Biggs. I concur in the opinions expressed by the last two 
speakers; but I do not preclude myself from acting on ulterior mea- 
-flures. ' , 

. Dr. Ely. 1 say^ ditto. 

; Dr. M'^Auley. My reason for speaking is, that I would not wish to . 
be constructively considered contumacious. Jt is well known, that I 
thiiik these proceedings unconstitutional: after the decision of Synod, 
I went to auiliorities and was confirmed in my belief. If the Synod 
order what is unconstitutional, that cannot make it constitutional. If 
I had been at the Synod, I would have opposed the resolutions. I do 
not intend to interrupt the examination, unless protesting" will inter- 
rupt. I never intenoed to vote in this course;.! cannot do it Dr; 
Green has expressed my sentiments nearly on original sin; but I be- 
lieve that Mr. fi. would satisfy us, jbhat the lan^age ijised in the quo^ 
tations is not a perfect expression of his sentiments. . Mr. B. offerfl 
bimsel/ for adjudication. NVhile he' is absent, will you decide on a 
matter alleged to be of vital importance to religion? Far be it from me 
to do so. In the civil courts, words ,^re construed according to cir- 
cumstances. Suppose a tiaan sa^s, another is a thief; he will be allowed 
to show, that he used the t^^rd in an ii^offensive meaning.. El very man 
uses expressions inaccurately, sometimes: Dr. Owen's writings' are 
highly.esteemed; but who will endorse'oZ/ that Dr. Owen has written? 
■ A s to not voting: the Moderator has decided, that a member whb 
. do^s not vote must 1^ considered as if he vot^d with the ihajority. 

Moderator. No.^ I said what is in the book. •The Moderator will 
not undertake to decide. < 

Mr. r-— ^ Oan a member enter his dissent? 

Moderator |*eads the rule about dissents. 

T^v.M^Avleu. The diiiicuKy is, that silence places a membei'in the 
majority. I thought that I must take means to make the public, that is, 
"the General Assembly, understand, why I do not vote. Wheji I change 
my conscience, J can act otherwise. I believe, the Presbytery are ta- 
king the worst way, to excite preju(iice.. If denied the right to dissent, 
♦ I shall have to' complain. , . ' 

Mr. M^CaUa^ pioved that members wishing«to remain silent, be al- 
lowed the right to. do so. 

J^t.M^'Auley. I would propose! and J move, that further discussion, be 
postponed, and the whole matter referred to the General Asseqibly. 

moderator. That is directly in opposition to the decision of the 
House before. ^ ^ 

Dr. Skinner. I asked before, whether a distinction was taken^ ber 
tween a postponement at that stage, and at any subsequent stage. Might 
not reference be in ordpr from our having further light?. 

Several members said,^ they thought it was omt of order. 

Moderator. I said the proper course was, to move a reconsideration; 
no other question is in order. My honest conviction is, that this is out 
of order. ' 
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Mr. JBaeon^ I have but a Biiigle remaH^ to make: that thea, i^r-* 
ence is never possible. 

Mr. Sanford* Has it not been decided that^— [Thid n^as lost.] 

Moderator. The Moderator does not feel himself called on to answer 
abstract questions. 

Mr. M'Calla. If anj member wished to speak to the l>usine8s, I 
urould yield. All these motions aire repetitions. Dr; M'Aulej said 
. notliing on a new ground. They call us out of order, whenr we speaki 
biit we bear with mem. . The rules forbid reprobating the measures of 
the majority. I have often suffered thege things to go on, without in- 
terfefii^gji but a niotion once 4€cided upon, cannot be repeated, and I 
apeak now, because the proceedings have been^ so long hindered. As 
to the argament^ about Mr. B'd being absent: Was it necessary for 
him to be present, in order that we should obey the injunction or Sy- 
nod? If we find the sermoii, censurable, we can send for hio). i^, 
J3^ says he is not responsible for flie naked senhony without his ex- 
planations: then how can they urse l^s absence^ as affording a|i impe- 
dii^At? There is no author at ail before us. But his absence is our 
act; we refused to give hi;^ a vote. When a inan is accused^ ^n he 
ToteP All the ho.use, at least our side, (I cai^'t m^ke a circumlocutionL 
to avoid speaking of sides,) wi^ed him to stay. Dr. M^Auley said he 
Ittd examined books on the subject^ and could notlnd any precedent 
of examining a man without his being> present. 

Dr. ilf^.^t//^ denied having said so. , 

Mr. M^CaUa^ in^wntinuaitan. In the twelfth century, we may re-. 
Uiember, was a splendid:' ecc^lesiastical assembly for the trial of a book. 
It waa^a book wntiten by Abelard, whose history was the foundation of, 
Bousseau's hovel of Eioisa. He was an Arian, and in the twelfth 
century there were many Arians. This Abelard was a man of splen- 
did talents, lik^e Mr* B.; and it was thought, nobody would, dare to 
attack his book. But there was One, he whom the Romaa CAtholics . 
afterwards called ,SSint Bernard, who, thpu^ a Catholic, was a pious 
man, and was not idraid to confront him. Abelard was trained to po- 
lemics^, and^ when Bernard, in the councily opened Abelmd'sbopk and 
read out of it,. he. amied, with Dr. ^^A. ana Dr. N., that they had no 
ri^ht to touch it, and he got into 4 Jdame. However, the house deter- 
mined, that Bernard had a right, to dp what he came there to do^ and « 
Abelard marched out in a furyf but Bernard went on and expose^ the 
book, and Abelard «unk. In Scotland and Ei^land, the 3ame course 
has been pursued, and in our own Synod: shall we say that this must 
be an exception. . ^ 

We wished Mr. B. to be present; but it is evident, if Mr. B's ex- 
planatipn in the Synod, heard by Mr. Steel, did not do away one ob*^ 
jection, the sermon would have proyed to b^ indefensible.. Sir. B., in - 
the Synod, defended his.sermont and brought up Calvin and Owen,&c« $ 
and treat^ them as we treat the sermon, but not so fairly. ^ SomdbM>- 
dy said it was a totality and should all be read: if we make unfair 
qvotatii^ns, let ua smart for it .Mr* B. came forward with > defence, 
not an explanation, nor a recantation. Mr. Engles asked him, if chil- 
dren were not punished for Adam's ain; and he said, he would not^y 
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they weremtnMed, bat 9t0kredtoT it: and thid, he said, was the doc- 
trine of CalYin and AueM8tine« which I thou^t misapplied or misunder- 
stood. Fortunately, I had the "Repertory" with me and [a few 
words iHegible.] is this Presbgrterian doctrine? Is this the doctrine 
of the Confession of Faith, which he said was Calvinism? If the truth 
be acknowledged, the Westminster "Assembly thou^t the thirty-nine 
articles not Calviqistic enough. Mr. B. referred to Calvin, and quoted 
tiie ori^nal; but comings home I told Dr. Green, I^ could not see how 
Calvin could bold such doctrines, and Dr. Green convinced me, that 
it was my ignorance, that had led me to entertain a suspicion of Calvin. 
When we returned, we got the edition of 1617, a later edition^ and 
Dr. Green explored it, and found, that Calvin declared forcibly, tha 
doctrine of the imputation of Adam'« sin, just as our standards do. 

Dr. Green. I came to where were half a dozen, passages dii^ectly 
against Mr. B's statement All this shows, that the sermon is not to 
be explained, as consistent with our standards. 

Moderator. Are Presbytery ready*for the question? 

lilr. Sanford. My sincere, desire. is, that these questions be refjerred 
to a.more competeiit tribunal, one that will be dispassionate and calgA. 
Most of us have prejudged the case; ' 

'Mr. M^CdUcu I call tb^ member to order. * _ 

Mr. -^ Is Mr. M'Calla Moderator? 

Moderator. All objections to what has been decided, are out of order.^ 

^f. Sanford. Are we then to decide on what the majority object? 
[the note of this-bbscure.] I regretMr. B!s language; he ha3 employ- 
ed language '^calculated to mislead]^'' his statement is 'incautious, and 
improper^' his doctrine on original sin is ''obscure^ perplexed, and frait-^ 
ful of dangerous consequences." I would vote alt this. But this mode 
of proceeding does not give Mr. B. an opportunity to answer, nor any 
iiiaividual to meet objections wit}> advantage. It is an acknowledged 
prihciple in 'polemic theology, that no principles should be attributed' 
to a man, whicb he has disavowed^ It is not correct to force youf 
conatructioQ, against thS statements of a gentleman whose veracity has 
never been impeached'. We cannot come to a dispassionate decision. 
Feelings toay be excited to such a degree, that theplainest demons^a- ■ 
iions will have no effect I might refer to one instance in these dis- 
cussions.' Dr. Greenes statement appears to me to be a lucid one : but 
I sha^l not vtte on the question. - , .. 

Dr. SMnner. If I remain silent, will I have a right'^to protest? 

Moderator. 1 suppose it is competent for any Qiember, to make a 
miotion that Dr. Skinner be excused.^ ^ ' 

Mr. Englea. The proper place will be, when something shall have 
been decided. This takes for granted }hat we shall adopt the minute, 
and tends to embarrass. 

Due. NdU asked leave of absence. 

Mr. Darling. 1 will answer one word to Mr.,Englcs' remark. Now > 
is the time; not a day after^ the fair, as this morning a gentlemen was 
told. I cannot consent to vote either way, in this matter. It is a 
strange construction, that noAsn^, voletiji, 1 am to be considered as in 
the majoritr, which God forbid. It is said^ should ask an excuse; but 
why should I be forced to this? Have we not stated sui&cient reasQnt^ 
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why we ought not to vote? If the Moderator will tell ud we are not 
to be ranked in the majority, I am content. I wish Presbytery would 
place us on our proper footing: 1 do ,not wish to ask an excuse. In 
fairness to us, the resolution ought to be adopted* 

Dr. Skinner rose to mal^e a motion, and Mr Pof is at t\ie same time. 

Moderator. I could not discover which was up first. 

Mr. M^Cailcu Let them both speak together. 

Mr. Potts, Gentlemen tell you your construction is wrong, and*yet 
appeal to you. They ask for opinions, in order to take exceptions^ to 
acts as unconstitutional. 

Dr. Skinner, I move jijiat the silence of those members, who de- 
cline participating in the vote on the objections. to the sermon, because 
of their constitutional scruples,' shall not be construed into acquiescence 
with the majority .in those votes. 

Mr, Engles. This is out of order; it is to suspend a constitutional 
rule. I appreciate the scruples of the gentlemen, but we do not ex- 
clude them. They allege conscience; tney shut themselves out of the 
house, and the Book of Discipliiie shuts them out ftom protest or com- 
plaint. • • 

Dr. Skinner. The House may make an exception in a particular 
case: ^ ^unless excused fronf voting^^ is the language of the riiie. These 
rules, however, are not a part of the constitiition. 

Mr. ^Engles, If we can suspend a by-law, we can do it, 

Mr. ^ariford. Does not the 30th rule give the power? 

Moderator, I have uniformly said, excuses must be* asked for: This 
course relieves from all diffictii ties. ; 

yiv.'Bacon. 'Will^it relieye?. A protest must be on the-part of the 
minority: A protest is * ^made by members of a minority. " ■ (Chap- viii. 
Sect 2.) If not in the minority, a member has no right to protest - 

Dr. Skinner, If silent, he is supposed to acquiesce. We ask only 
. an excuse from voting. 

Mr. Brown, I oppose it This enlarges th^ minority and is incon- 
sistent with the rule. ' . ^ 

^r. Bi^gs. Is there atiy question about our beinj^in the minority? 

Mwfera'or. *Each member must ask an excuse, for himself* 

Mr. M^Ctdla\ I move that any person not desiring to vote on the 
business before the House, may be excused. . '' , ■ 

Dr^ Green objected. The Moderator asked whom Mr# M'C. meant to 
have excused. Mr. Af*C. explained. * 

. Moderator, The^T^ may be a difficulty, if I niust excuse every one 
who wishes to. be silent. \ ; 

Dr. Green,. The minority mdy be the majority. 

Mr. M^Caifa, .The other side nave put their head intb tf^bag. ' 

Mr. SteeL Suppose ten Tor, and nine against a motion: iif the recu- 
sants are not to be counted, how will the vote appear? 

Mr. M'Calla, Let the names be put on paper previ9U8ly. 

iyv„ Ely, i ask, then, to be excused voting. 

The question was then taken on the firstpart of Dr. Green's minute. The 
roll Was called, for Ayes and Nays, and the members who wished' to.be ex- 
cused from voting, stated so respectively, on their iiames being called. 

Ayes, 26. Declined voting, 23, 
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Dr. SHimgr read the modon which he had prepared, for exciMins thoae 
who did not wish to vote; and it w£R adopted. 

Mr. Enffles read ^e second part of Dr. Green's minute, and 
moved to aoopt it, viz: 

The statements of this sermon on the doctrine of atoneifient, are also in 
the opinion of Presbyterj, in some important features, erroneous, and contraty 
to the orthodox views. 

1. At p. 11, He says "this atonement was for aUmen.' It was an offerinr 
made for the race. It had not respect so much to individuals, as to the law and 
perfections oF God.. It was an opening of the way of pardon, a making forgive- 

. ness consistent, a preserving of truth, a magnifying of the law, and bad no parti- • 
eular reference to any class of men.'^ * 

- Here it is denied that the atonement had any special relation to the eleet, 
which it bad not also to the nonelect; but if it be true that the atonement of- 
fered by Christ, had no ''respect to individuals," "no particular reference to ai^jr 
class of men," upon what principle can it be regarded as a satisfaction to divine 
justice for the sins of men? or in what proper sense can Christ be considered aa 
a vicarious sacrifice' Unless the atonement be a satisfaction for the sins of in- 
dividuals, upon what principle can it open the way of pardon, make forgiveaeti 
consistent, preserve truth, or magnify the law > The special reference of the atone- 
ment to a chosen people, in opposition to thii^view, is taught, Con. of F. cap. viiS, 
5. *'The Lord Jesus by his perfect obedience and sacrifice of himself, which he, 
through the Eternal Spirit, once offered up unto God, hath fully satisfied the 
justice of his Father, and purchased not only reconciliation but an everlastinr in- 
heritance in the kingdom of heaven, for all those whom the Father hath given 
unto him." Again, in answer to d. 44 L. C. "Christ ezecuteth the office of a 
Priest in hb once offering himself a sacrifice without spot to God, to be a recon- 
ciliation for the sins of his people," &c. 

2. At p* 11, He says * 'The atonement of itself secured the salvation of no one," 
and again "The atonement secured the salvation of no one, except as God had 
promised his Son that he should see of the travail of his soul, and except on 
tile condition of Tepentance and faith." Tiiis language is incautious and cal- 
culated to mislead, as it seems to imply that'the atonement of itself does not se- 
cure its own application, and therefore may by possibility fail in its design. It is 
Improper to suspend its efficacy upon conditions, when the conditions themselves 
are the results of its efiicacy. See Con. of F. cap. viii. 8. "To all those for whom 
Christ hath purchased redemption, he doth certainly and effcrctually apply and 
communicate the same; making intercession for them, and revealing unto th«m 
in and by the word the mysteries of salvation; effectually persuading them by bis 
Spirit to believe and obey, &c." 

3. At p. 10, He uneqivocally denies that Christ endured the penalty of the 
• law. "He did not indeed endure the penalty of the law, for his sufferings were 

net eternal, nor did he endure remorse of conscience; but he endured so much 
suffering, bore so much agony, that the Father was pleased to accept of it in the 
place of the eternal torments of all that should be saved." Here it seems to be 
mculcated that Christ did not satisfy the precise claims which a violent law had 
upon the sinner, but that he did what might be considered a substitute for such 
satisfaction; or it is implied that God remitted or waived the original claim and 
accepted of something less. And that this is the sentiment of the author, is evi- 
dent firom his language p. 11. ••Christ's sufferings were severe, more severe than 
those of any mortal before or sifice, but they bore, so far as we can see, only a 
very distant resemblance to the pains of hell, the proper penalty of the law. Nor 
is it possible to conceive that the sufferings of sl few houra^ however severe, could 
eqtial pains though far less intense, eternally prolonged. Still less that the suffe- 
rings of human nature in a single instance, for the divine. nature could not suffer, 
ahoald be equal to the eternal pain of many millions." ' Here it is affirmed that 
Ctuist was n«yt copa^Zs of enduring that penalty which the justice of God had 
exacted of the sinner, that his sufferings bore a very distant resemblance to 
it» and by consequence that the penalty of the law has been either relaxed or ia 

r 
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yet unpaid, tiul that the juitbe of Qod hat waived iti original dMMtad or \» 7«t 

uBiatiffied. 

The whole of this Unipiage aeeint derogatory to Cbriat at an all snilioient 
Redeemer; it judgea of the human nature of Qhrist as if it were a common human 
nature, it leaveaoutof view the infinite support which the divine nature was c»- 
pable of imparting to the human nature of Christ, and is very different from the 
view of this subject given by Hie framers of our standards in the answer to the 
38 Q. of L. C. '*It was requisite that the Mediator should be God, that he might 
austain and keep tlie human nature from sinking under the infiftUt wrath of God 
and tne power of dei|th; give worth and efficacy to his sufferings, obedience and 
interceasion, and to satisfy God's justice." &c. &c. 

Dr. Green, As it is nianifevt that Mr. B. deniea the imputation of 
Adam's transgression to his postc^ritj, so it is equally evident that he 
denies the imputation of man's sin to the Saviour: for he denies that 
Christ bore the penalty of the law. I am aware that this term penaiiv, 
is not in our English Testament I suppose, however, that Mr. B* 
would not take advantage of that circumstance. Unless the word has 
escaped me it is not used in our standards eitiien But equivalent ex- 
pressiond are found in both: he '^endured the curse," **being made a 
curse for us," &c. I know, no difference in the sense: One is flie 
other. Whoever denies that Christ bore the penalty of the law, denies 
tiiese other assertions, denies imputation. That die sermon on this 
point is diametrically opposed to the standards of our church, is mani- 
lest from the quotations. 

Question taken by Ayes and Nays. 

Ayes 25. 

Dr. Chreen asked if persons absent could enter th^ir votes afterwards. 
Mr. Potts was absent, but said he was with us. 

Mr. M^CdUcu When such a business is under consideration, I will 
go no where to marry anybody.' 

Dr. Green. I should be opposed to calling the roll in these votes. 

Dr. Skinner. I am sorry that any go away. 

A motion was made to allow the votes of absent members to be entered 
afterwards, 

Mr. BelvUle. If the other side have votes of absent members enter- 
ed, we should too. 
Dr. Ely. I am willing to give and take. 
Dr. M^Atdey moved an adjournment. 
The motion as to absent members, was withdrawn. 
The third part of Dr. Green's minute was read, viz: 

In discoursing on human ability,the sermon contains expressions which 
do not seem to be well judged. lo p. 14. it is said^ ** it is not to any want 
of physical strength that this rejection is owing, ,for men have power 
enough in themselves, to hate both God and their fellow men, and it re- 
quires less physical power to Ioatc God than to hate him;^* and on the same 
page he represents man's inability as solely in the will; and on p. SO, 
that men are not saved, simply because they will not be saved. Here 
physical ability is represented as competent to the performance ot a moral 
acti'^*^, which is an improper application of terms, and human inability as 
resulting merely from the will, and not from total depravity, which is . 
dbntrary to Confession of Faith, cap. vi. 4^ .* 'From this origuial corruption, 
whereby we are utterly indisposed, disabled, and made apposite to all 
good, and wholly inclined to all evi]« do proceed all actual traa^ressionsb" 
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•nd C^Dfoaiidh of F»tth,-cap« ix« 3, «<Man, by hm fall into a statA of sin« 
hath wholly lo&t all ability of will to any spiritual good accompanying sal* 
Tation, so» ai a natural man being altogether averse froin that which 
is good» and dead in sin, is not able, by his own strength, to convert him- 
aelf, or to prepare himself thereunta" 

Dr. Cheen, The language of the sermon, on the subject of man's in- 
ability, is so exactly contrary to the Confession of Faith, that words 
could not make it app^r nH)re so. It is a maxim, that an attempt to 
iRuBtrale a self-evident proposition, only obscures it; and I shall, 
therefore, say no more on this point. 

M^. M^Cma. I a^ee with Di*. Green, but vnsh to say how this ope* 
Aited once on my mmd. It is a subject more particularly interesting 
to me, for I was rocked in a storm occasioned by this error. There was 
an individual at Lexingtoh, who was to me the sweetest of friends; we 
were as David and Jonathan together, until he was coaxed 'into an 
adoption pf this error, by a man who preached it in the western country. 
He was coaxed into a personal acquaintance with this man, who tried, 
likewise to coax me, but God saved me. This heretic persuaded soma 
of the Kentucky ministers to adopt it; and they went out, and are now 
Ihe Christians of West Cumberland^ who are Arians and Socinians. 
Some of them became Shakers,' ruininff everv-body. This dear Jona- 
Iban was so connected with me, that he haa power to wreak his ven- 
geance on me, so that I was brought to the borders of the grave, and 
uras thought to be in a consumption; I could not escape his yengeance; 
' Ihere was no possibility to escape, but by adopting his principles. I be- 
came aoqjpiainted then with John P. Campbell, an influenitial writer^ 
who, in the Synod z;nA elsewhere, opposed this error. [A few words il- 
legible.] I moved to Ohio, where Mr. C. took sick and expired ; I saw 
him on the bed of death, and heiM^d him say how he felt on account ojE 
the difference; and how persuiided he was.of the^iecessityof the Holy 
%iiit's influence^ and oi the impossibility gf our doing any good with- 
out it; i»id my soul covenanted with Almighty God, to .stand by the 
ifreciottis truth, for which I bad suffered so much* as long as I nave 
breath. And now must it be considered hard that I feel ireserved to- 
wards Mr. BarnesP^^Mr. C. used to tell us: <*You cannot love, believe 
OF'obey without ihe influence of the Holy Spirit." Mr former friend 
hated mey not I him; but when I was supposed to be aying, he pitied 
liie and came to see me, and since he has treated me better* If tha 
consequence would be tc^ take off my head, I must vote for this. 

The question was taken by Ayes and Nays. 

Mr. Janvier^ (on his name being calltd.) The reason$ which 
govern my brother Steel, are the same that govern me. A re- 

rto truth requires me to say that, if ulterior views te press 
mia^r are entertained, I shall not consent* I abhor a non 
Hfaet and, th<Nrefore, I will vote on Ijie language of the sermon, and^ 
tm- to this article in the minute, I say. Aye. 

The Ayes on this question were 23. 

Dr. Qreen moved an adjournment^ ^t^d Mr. Btggs opposed th€^ 
motion. 

'Sht CterkreiA flie next article of the minute of Dr. Green^ viast : 

'Still fiirth«r» the languageof the sermon, on the subject of conformity 
to the atindaiidt of the cSar^ if tanedonedf would give to evciry indmd^ajL 



Digitized by VjOOQ IC 



C «8 3 

• 

ttter adopting these ttandardt, the liberty^ of dissenting from them u 
much, and as often as he might desire. Thus p. 6, he says, **It is not 
denied that this language varies from the statements which are often made 
on this subject, and from the opinion which has been entertained b^ many. 
And, it is admitted, that it d«-es not accord with that used on the same 
subject in the Confession of Faith, and other standards of doctrine, " And 
•gain, p. 12. ''The great principle on which the author supposes thetruth^ 
of religion are to be preached, and on which* he endeavors to act is, that 
the Bible is to be interpreted by all the honest helps within the reach of 
the preacher, and then proclaimed as it is, let it lead whei;e it will, 
within, or without the circumference of any arrangement of doctrines. 
He is supposed to be responsible, not at all for its impinging on any theo- 
logical system; nor is he to be cramped by any frame work of Faith that 
has been reared around the Bible." This language would seem to im- 
ply, that an individual may enter the bosom of a church by a public 
reception of its creed, and continue in the communion of that church, 
although he should subsequently discover that its creed was not founded 
on the word of God. Whilst the liberty of every one to accept or reject 
any particular creed, is fully acknowledged by this Presbytery, yet, thejr 
do deny, that any minister, whilst he remains in the communion of the 
Presbyterian Church, has a right to impugn its creed, or to make a public 
declaration that he is not bound by its authority. 

Dr. Crreeru It was a fundamental stipulation in the cbnstitutioii of 
1741 and 1757^ that, when an officer of the Church chose to separate 
from his brethren, if before he impugned any article of faith he wa» 
willing to withdraw in peace, he should do so without censure. Into 
the formal Constitution that was not introduced^ I suppose, because it 
was not usual to make provision for disregard of the standards. It was 
understood, that a minister might withdraw peaceably, before preach- 
ing his new opinions: but, to say that a minister may remain and im-» 
pugn the doctrines of the Church, is a disorganizing idea, inconsisteirt 
witn the peace and purity x>f the Church. The whole plea in Mr« 
Ihincan's case, turned on this. I wish Presbytery forever to protest 
aeainst such license. I would not hinder a minister who had changed 
his views, from leaving the Presbyterian Church peaceably; but from 
remaining, against his ordination vows; 

Mr. M'Cmlcu Montgomery, who became an Arian, claimed to be 
considered the advocate of liherty; Cooke^ in the Synod of Ulster, an- 
swered him. Let any body read Cooke's speech on the subject and 
say, which was the advocate of liberty, Montgomery or Cooke. 

The qtiestion was taken. Mr. Janvier and Mr. Steel declined voting upon 
it The Ayes were 22. 

Mr. JBnglea read the next article in Dr. Green's minute, viz: 

In fine, a whole view of this discourse seems to warrant the belief, 
that the grand and fundamental doctrine of justification, as, held by the 
Protestant Reformers, and taught clearly and abundantly in the standards 
of the Presbyterian Church, is really not held, but denied in this sermon. 
For the imputation of Adam's sin is denied; and the endurance of the pe- 
nalty of the law by Christ, is denied; artd any special reference of the 
atonement to the elect of God, is denied, and the righteousness of Christ 
mn the meritorious ground of our acquittal and acteptance with God, is 
O0t once mentioned, although the text of the discourse naturally- points 
iP the doctrine; and when it is considered that the imputation of Adam'a 
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Unit sin to his posterity, and the imputation of the^jns of God^ J>e9ple la, 
their surety Savibur, and the iroputation of his finished righteousness to. 
them, do all rest upon the same ground, and must all stand or fall toge* 
thcr, and that it has been found in fact, that those who deny one orthese, 
do generally deny the whole, and to be consistent, must necessarily do so, 
it is- no forced conclusion, but one which strems inevitable, that the 
author does really rt-ject the doctrine of justification as held by the Re- 
formers, and as taught in oiir Confession ot Faith and Catechishis; that* he 
doe& not teach, as the answer to justification in our Shorter Cal*:ehiim ^It* 
serts, that ** Justification is an act of God's free grace, wherein' he pardon*^ 
eth all our sins, and accepteth us as righteous in. his sight only for the 
righteousness of (Christ, imputed to us, and received by faith alone.'* . 

'^t is not satisfactory, that the author says, that "Christ died in the place 
of sinners;" that he speaks of "the merits of the Son of God, the Lord Jesus 
Christ"— of "the love of Christ," of**putting on the Lord Jesus Christ," of being 
*• willing to drop into the hands of Jesus, r»nd to be saved by his merit alone?" of* 
God, 'Sprinkling on the soul the blood of J^sus, and freely pardoning all its. 
tinsi'' smce this language may be used^ aryl is actually used, by some who ez< 
plicitly deny, .that Christ took the law place of sinners, bore the Aurse of 
God's law in their room and stead, and that they are saved only by the im- ' 
putation.to them of his perfect rigliteousness." 

Mr. Steel I no^ feel particularly the importance of having Mr.. B. 
present. I have note^ of his explanation in Synod, which,, in some 
parts, was satisfactory to me. I believe that Mr. B. uses language . 
which I could not use; but I believe also, that he holds to the "essen- 
tial doctrine" for which Luther contended, and that he said, was the 
doctriae upon which the Church must stand or fall. Mr. 3* does hold 
to the vicarious sacrifice of Christ; to Christ's righteousness as the jus- 
tifying cftuse of man's salvation. It is true, that there is scarcely any 
expression in the sermon, stating this doctrine; but Mr. B. has satisfi- 
ed my mind, and the minds of others who are particularly tenacious 
on this point I. think there is an inconsistency, however, for if the; 
doctrine of the imputation of Adam's sin be rejected, this should be too. 
A statement of this doctrine was copied by me, and adopted by Mr. B. 
If Mr. B. did deny this doctrine, there is scarce any censure whicji 
would not be too light. 

Mr. w Does the minute speak of any present views of Mr. 

B., or only of Ihis doctrine's being omitted in the sermon? 

Mr. Steel asked to have the minute read again, and it was read. 

Mr. Horned. Is he under trial? It is the sermon only. It is not a 
matter of importance, if he believes rightly. . 

Mr. M'Callcu I don't wonder at Mr. Steel's concluding remarks. 
I know several^ who thought with us in all the questions, but would 
not pass censure. My opmion is the reverse. Some men .have such 
ereat candour and liberality, that it makes them averse to polemics. 
What is the consequence? They are imposed upon. Thus the Coun- 
cil of Nice were: at first they were all for ending the matter, and 
tiffainst the heresyj but some were gained over, t>ecause Arius explatn- 
piained and explained, [this sentence doubtful.] When Mr. Cooke, 
m the Synod of Ulster, asserted that thfere were in that body twenty- 
five Anans, the fact was disputed; but he called their attention to a 
proof, in the circumstance, that these men never said any thing to in-« 
ealeate the doctrine of the divinity of Cloist. It waa a good proot I 
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mUk gobg*ii«st Tneidajy with God's bluing, to meet an AriAni one 
df these ChriBt-ians* Ask him what he belieTes of the divinitj of 
Christy fltnd he will go as far for this doctrine, as Mr. B. has gone* 
for justification.. He will tell jou that Christ is God, but ask him for 
ah explanation of what he means,, and he will saj^ Whj, an inferior 
God. Ask anj Chriat-ian of the West, what is his doctrine, aQd he 
will answer to please jou. Remember how Mr. Steel got his informa- 
tion: It was from Mr. B's explanations and quotations from authors. 
He onoted Calvin; but when I took the book to Dr. Green,he shewed 
me mat Calvin^s opinions were not such as Mr. B. alleged. In this 
house I have Tlttretin^ traiislated b^ J. It Wilson, not J. P. WiUon. 
I may mention also CreUius. Their explanations are nearer the Con- 
fession of FaiUf^ than Mr. Steel's quotation. ^ Witaiua too, ex- 
gained in language very near the standard doctrine, and then quoted 
Dm CreUiua. ^all we admit a man to explain so as to seem near the 
standards^ and, therefore, admit him to be sound? I gave more parti* 
cular attention than Mt. Steel did, and this was my motive for askin^^ 
Mr. B. if he held Christ's righteousness to be imputed to us, and our' 
sin to be imputed to Christ 

When we ask his views more closely, we find that he means, the 
tiearicm-autiafcudion was not by Christ's bearing the penalty of the 
law, which he says was impossible^ because he denies imputation 
and snys it is a novel doctrine. The Chriat-ian whom I am to oppose 
next Tuesday, will use the same language that Mr. B. does.. Let 
Mr. B. come forward, and I will prove, from his own mouth, that he 
holds doctrines inconsistent with our standards. 

Mr. SteeL I am amazed that brother Hamed says it is not tlie au*> 
thor that is censured, when the paper says that the author rejects, &c 

Dr. Green. I am willing to cnange the phraseology and soften the 
language, so as to refer, exclusively to the sermon. 

Dr. M^Auley asked leave ofabsence; this evening having been appointed' 
fi(tf the examination of candidates for communion in nis congregation. Mr. 
Leatmnff, one of the Elders of the Tenth Church, asked to be absent for thd 
same reason. Leave was granted, and it was moved that Mr. L. be permits 
ted to have his vote recorded hereafter. 

Mr. M^CaXUu Brother Skinner will second thjit motion. 

Dr. Chem moved tiiat the absent members who agree to the minute, 
dUrr have their names entered in the record. 

Dr. Skinner. I agree, if it is to be reciprocal. 

Mr* Sted. I object to establishing such a precedent. It may, in 
some instance, maJLe this majority become a ihmority. 

Dr. Elg. It will do so in this ease. The opponents of these pro* 
ceedings, would outvote you on several questions. 

Dr. Green. I thought tne gentlemen were not eoing to vote. 

Mr. M^CaUa. Mr. Steel can have the Ayes ana Nays taken* 

Mr. *^ed. I aver, for I cannot be in a mistake as to this matter* 
that Mr. B. holds to the doctrine of justification in the language4>f the 
Confession of Faith. 

Mr. M^CdUa. I will answer by relating a fact. A young man pre*- 
Muted himself for admission to PresbyteiT, and gave a biul answer. 
Aewing^that Uff aentimenta were anti-calvinistic. Some erne took him 
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«nt and ijam him msirnctbns, and he returned and .amiwcftd in Ike 
words of the Catechism. Mr. B. says he accepts ex animo the Con- 
fession of Faith; but in his sermon he contradicts it 

Mr* Bo^d. He may have changed his whole ground: we are here to 
«xaniine the sermon only. 

Dr. Green. Mr. Steel has remarked, that he more than ever regret> 
Mr. B's withdrawing from the house; hut it should be remembered^ 
that in all cases where one who is intreated to stay abstracts himaebT, 
he leaves the other members, to act without him. As to the language* 
I have not heard one expression from Mr. B. at Synod, in private 
conversation or here: I say, I have never heard one expression or term, 
but such as I will shew to be used by those who deny the doctrine of 
the imputation of Christ's righteousness. When *Hncarum8^^i9 used 
by them, what they mean is not that Christ stood in the place of sin- 
ners and that their sins were imputed to him; but that Cnrist's death 
was for an exhibition of GKmI's hatred of ain, and that in consequenee 
. of it, God can freely pardon. That's their ^Hncariptu «acn/iee:" I 
do not want to accuse Mr. B. of holding this. Dr. Ely made a con- 
fession of faith for Mr. B. I don't know exactiy what it meant: At 
said, the act of bein^ ours was before the reckoning as ours. This ia a 

Soint of the utmost importance. It is, as has been said, the article for 
le test of a standins; or falling church; and we must consider as re- 
iparkable, the total absence of uie subject in the whole discourse. The 
apostle Paul says^ ^^That I may be found in him, not having mine own 
riffhteousness which is of the law, but that which is throu^ the faith 
of Christ; the righteousness which is of God by faith." 

Now "The Way of Sajvation" is the titie, as it ia the subject which 
it is the avowed object of the sermon to explain; and yet we find this 
doctrine omitted entirely. Mr. B., I believe, does not hold the doc- 
trine of lustification by the righteousness of Christ, as it is held by our 
standaras. It is not a mere lapse, an unimportant omission. 
^ Mr. Winchester. Mr. Barnes does hold to the imputation of Christ's 
ri^teousness, as he held at the Synod, as Dr. Ely explained imputa- 
tion. That explanation is the only thing which Cdn equal Mr. Duf- 
field's definition of estate. Mr.B. believes sometiiing like this: he be- 
lieves, that Adam's sin was imputed to his posterity, after it became 
theirs; and Dr. E. gave this as an example. A lady has a gold watch; 
a gentleman is about to marry her. The watch is hers before marriage; 
but after marriage, it is reckoned his, because the law of the land has 

E'ven it to him. Now the great objection to this illustration is here. 
I Dr. Ely's instance there are two reckonings; one of the law; a se- 
cond of the judge, that the watch is his by the law. 
' Dr. JElv. I said that the watch became his by the covenant union. 
If Mr. w. undertakes to tell what I said, let him tell all. 

Mr. Winchester. Well, it is the law that imputes: I care not for the 
imputation of the judge afterwards. Here is the great difference: In 




of no one who a^ees with them. Now if Mr. Steel is r^dy 
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to believe Mr. B. to be orthodox on this point, he must believe thai Hn 
B. holds a»iinst his expressions.* 

Mr. Wmiamson* I have expressed my approbation of the father's 
Tiew of the doctrine of justification; but I did not think the mere 
omission of it in the sermon, implied a rejection of it Mr.B. however, 
in his sermon says, that Christ did not endure the penalty of the law; 
which implies that he did not obey the requisitions of the law. If so, 
where is justification? If Christ did not suffer the penalty, of conse- 
quence he did not obey the requisition. X'"^ view is strongly impress- 
ed on my mind. 

I would remark, further, the idea of subversion of the scheme of 
salvation is in this paragraph. The first I saw about the sermon, was 
in Mr. Engles' review; and my first impression was, that the sermon 
w&s an evasion of the «cheme oi salvation. I hoped to hear that Mr.B. 
did not understand well the force of the terms he used; but, after .ob- 
serving the language of Mr. B. and hearing part of his history, I con- 
cludecl he understiK)d very well what he was saying. I have been told 
4hat he went by the name of Ready Bamesj at the Princeton Seminarr. 
I am ready to approve this paragraph. I believe, not only tiiat tne 
sermon is not consistent with this doctrine of our Church, but that it ia 
a designed subversion of it 

Mr. Engles read the passages which had been altered, by leaving 
Out Mr. B's name in some places and making the objections bear upon 
the sermon alone; and he^proposed that these alterations should be re- 
ceived as amendments. 

Dr. Ely. I hope the motion to amend will be entered on the minutes. 

Mr. Sted. That is of course: 

•The following note is Inserted at the request of the Rev. Mr. Wmchester : 

I here tender my thanks to the Editor of these £peeches, for permitting me 
in this place to make an acknowledgment to my brethren and all others 
whom It may concern, that I was in error in attributing to Mr. Barnes the 
sentiments mentioned in my remai*^s in Presbyterv. Mr. Barnes doe% not 
beUevc the doctrine of imfiutniion, as therein stated. I am correct^ however, 
> in saying that he and Dr. Ely agree in believing that it is taught in the Con- 
fession of Faith. Mr. Barnes contends in the document to which I alluded 
and which has since been published, that this notion of imputation is the old 
Calvinistic doctrine, and the doctrine of the Coniession of Faith and of the 
Catechisms of the Church; but he does not belirue it, and expressly declares, 
that "Mw doctrine it was the intention of the sermon to deny" On this point, 
therefore, Dr. Ely and Mr. Barnes agree, "and I know of no one who agrees 
with them." But they differ in this respect, that while they both contend 
that it is taught in the Confession, yet Dr. Ely believes it is taught in the 
Bible also, while Mr. Barnes does not. I was led into this error by the fact, 
that Mr. Barnes had so frequently professed his belief in, and willingness 
again to subscribe exanimo a Confession in which he contends the doctrine 
is so clearly taught: The error, therefore, was certainly a very natural 
one. Another reason why I fell into this error was, that as it was supposed 
Mr. Barnes held to son>e notion of imputation, and as that held by the "Pro- 
testants" was declared to be "an invention of modem times," I very natural- 
ly concluded, that he believed in the one which he supposed was taught by 
the ConTessioit of Faith. But on reading carefully the published answer to 
the Protestants, I have discovered my error and here frankly acknowledge it. 

S. G. WINCHESTER. 
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Mr* M^CaBa. We have not msaed the amendments: it is bnly pro- 
posed that, if they satisfy Mr. Steel, they shall be passed. 

Mr. Steel; I regret the absence of the doctrine of justification; and, 
if there were nouiing but the, sermon, I would vote against i7, but 
I have heard reasons that convinced me. Brother Winchester has gi- 
ven an eloquent speech, to show that Mr. B's views agree with Dr. 
Ely's. It is the nrst time I have heard so. Mr. B. I understood to 
be opposed to Dr. Ely's peculiar views* . . 

Mr. Winchester. They agree on this point, as he undertook to recon- 
cile his views with the Confession of Faith. ^ 

Mr. Sted. I know that Mr. B'? views do not agree with his. 

Mr. Winchester. I should like Dr. Ely to answer as to that. 

Mr. Sted. I say Mr. B. holds to justification by Christ's righteoUs- 
"ness, as necessary for the salvation of believers. When I know this, 
can I vote to say tl^at he had a sinister design; especially when I know 
that the man is candid, open, and upright, and that no man here is 
more ready to explain his views? I must maintain that he does hold 
this doctrine* He has disavowed what is alleged against him on infer- 
ence. ^ ^ 

Mr. Winchester. Mr. Steel places his knowledge against, what I 
heard. I heard the defence, and Mr. Steel is t^^e first I ever heard 
say, that Mr. B's views do not agree with Dr. E's. Mr. B., as I UHr 
derstood, said that imputation was subsequent. 

Mr. M^Calla. Dr. Ely can say whether Mr. W. is right - 

Dr. Ely. Very willingly. . 

Moderator. Reference to opinions expressed elsewhere is out of order. 

Mr. Engles. The last part of the text reads thus: *' that being jus- 
tified by ms grace, we should be made heirs according to the hope of 
eternal lifej" yet Ae word justification is not to be found in the ser-. 
men; Every tyro in divinity knows, that justification by faith is the 
groundwork and test of Christianity. Can it be believed that an indi- 
vidual like Mr. B. woiild have written a sermon dn the Way of 'Salva- 
tion^ and not allude to the doctrine of justification by faith, if he held 
it? The omission is as conclusive evidence, as if he had asserted his 
disbelief in so many words. I am sure his expression that ^Hhe impu- 
tation of ^in is a novel doctrine," is an implication that he does not 
hold justification by faith. Saying how we are saved by faith, is not 
imputation of onr sin to Christ. Sf he denies the imputation of sin, he 
may deny the imputation of righteousness: he must deny or maintain 
both. He may make a plausible explanation; but let him be interro- 
gated, and we'^shall see whether he agrees with our standards. I re- 
m^ber a case of a candidate for the ministry, who, when asked the 
question, Do you believe the doctrine of justification by faith? answer- 
ed Yes; but when asked what he meant, replied, pardon of sin. 
Nothing more? Nothing more. Mr. B. has used expressions which 
do not directly contravene the standards; but, if examined, ,he would 
show what is his belief. 

Mr. Sted. Mr. B«. has. said in this Fresb^iy, that he has not taught 
nor held, against the doctrine of justification as taught by Dr. Alex- 
ander. 

Mn Jf Cofia. Let Dr. Green say. 

K 
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Mr* Englu* On a formtt ocearion^ Mr. B^ occupied tite atteMion 
of the house, /or ^ve tninut^s^ Could he explain his views in thttt 
time) He said, he held the doctrines tau^t in tV Seminary at Prince- 
ton: How then could he omit this doctnne? 

Mr. ^— . I cannot beliftve, that this doctrine is taught in the 

sermon; nor, that Mr. B. holds it. Mr. B. said, that if any body had 
said the sermon did not contain his belief, it was without his authority. 
If the sermon were one preached on an ordinary occasion, this omis- 
sion might be passed over; but this sermon was composed in peculiar 
circumstances, in consequence of a controversy with the Methodist 
Church. When we find an omission, in such circumstances, of the 
foundation of the Christian system, shall we believe that he holds the 
doctrine? That doctrine is too precious, too prominent; it is the sum 
and substance. There is no consistency if Mr. B. denies the imputa- 
tion of Adam's guilt How, as a consistent or honest man, can he 
maintain one of these doctrines, without the other. Shall we ascribe 
the omission to ignorance, or want of systematic knowledge; or to de- 
sign? I believe, with Mr. Williamson, that Mr. B. does not believe 
the doctrine of Christ's righteousness for the justification of sinners, 
as we believe it. 

Mr. M^Calla. Dr. Green is not experienced in bearing contradic- 
tion. At Synod, I imputed the doctrine stated in the speech of Mr. 
Winchester, and Dr. Ely corrected. I, not being so young as Mr. 
W. defied him to contradict, and he sat silent The doctrine origina- 
ted with the Salmurentians in France and is the same that is promulga- 
' tfed in "The Philadelphian." 

Dr. Ely. I thought he was not worth contradicting. 

Mr. m^CcUla, Tne members of this Presbytery, in general, think, 
the doctrines of "The Philadelphian" are not very orthodox. 

Dr. Ely. If Mr. M'Calla has any thing to allege against my publi- 
cations in "The Philadelphian," let him charge me before JPresby- 

Mr. M*Catlcu Moderator, he's not toorth charing. The explaBEr 
tiouof the Salmurentian doctrines, was, that there was no imputatioa 
of righteousness, until it had become ours. 

Mx. Bigga. I wish Mr. M*C. would let uj alone; we have been 
maintaining an almost invincible silence. 

Mr. ' ' I asked to have the last paragraph read again. 

Dr. Green. We proposed to meet Mr. Steel's objections, if we 001, 
by these amendments. 

Mr* . it would be a satis&ction to me, to have the amend- 

ments made. 

Mr. Englea stated the amendments. 

Moderator* They are adopted by the mover. 

Dr. Skinner. The requisite evidence of the alteration, must be in- 
serted in the minutes. 

Mr. SteeL My mind labours still. I should like to hear the last 
clauseTead again. 
Mr. Engles. It is strong enough without Die last clause. 
Mr. ^ How would it terminate, without thfi^t claused 
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Mr« EngUi answered the qiieftion, and moved tlie adoption tf 
the amendmeata. , 

The amendments were adopted. 

Dr. Green apposed calling tiie roll, on the question upon this article 
6f the minute^ because several members had left the house. 

Mr. Fotta asked leave to record his vote, on^the questions taken 
during his absence. 

Mr. JSngles. There is no difficulty^ if a member appears before the 
end of the session. 

Dr. Skinner* I doubt if he can do it on this matter in particular 
parts: he may vote on the final question. 

Moderator, Mr. Potts may have a vot^ on the final question. 

The question upon the article last read« was taken and it was adopt- 
ed« Mr. iS'/ee/ dissenting. 

Mr. Enslea^ read the preamble to the objections against the senium, 
and moved its adoption, viz: 

«« The Presbytery of Philadelphia, afjreeably to the direction of the Synod 
at ^eir recent meetinif in Lanca^ter^ having considered the sermon of the Re r. 
Albert Barnes^ entitled the Wat op Salvation, are of ihe opinion tliatit contain! 
speculations of dangerous tendency on som« of the principal points in Christian 
theology, and ought not therefore to be sanctioned as expressing that view of 
the great truths of God's word, which the Presbyterian Church has untfbrmly 
Mioptedand which is exhibited in their authorised Confeision of Faith." 

Mr. StetL That preamble is the very point, at which I wished to 
arrive: It meets my views precitely. i aesired such a declaration^ 
but, while I vote for it, I have not changed my opinion of the princi- 
ples of Presbyterian order. The right of examination is the only ex- 
ception, on which my mind labours. Furi:her than is expressed in tiiis 
preamble, I am not prepared to go. 

Queation on the preamble— carried. 

Queition on the whole of the objections as passed— carried* 

Dr. Ely. Has the part containing the advice to repent, &c. beep 
adopted. I hope the paper proposed will be gone throuffh* 

Mr. Engles, We have not come to it yet I hope the gentleman 
will have patience. (Read the concJusi<m of the minu^ andmoved ita 
adoption, viz:) . 

** On the whole, the Presbytery express their dsep regret that Mr. Barnes 
should have preached and published a discourse, so highly objectionable, and 
so manifestly, in some of its leading points, opposed to the doctrines of the Con* 
fession of Faith and Catechisms of the Presbyterian Church; they earnestly re- 
commend to Mr. Barnes, to r.eoonsider and renounce the erroif^ous matter con- 
tained in his printed sermon, as specified in the foregoing decisions of Presby. 
tery, and with a view to aflPord time to Mr. Barnes f<ir reflection and recon- 
sidieration, in reference to the errors of his sermon, and for opportunity for such 
of the brethren, as may choose to converse freely with him on the subject, the 
Presbytery do suspend their final decision on the case, until their next stated 
meeting.** 

Moderator. Are the members ready for the question? 

Mr. Steel, Not auite. I am oppos^ to this measure. I think we 
ought, to be satisfied without that If every member were at his post, 
it would be stricken out. 

Mr. M'CoIUl I think, if Mr. Steel wiU consider again, he will change 
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his opinion. What have we done? W^ have resolved, that this sermon is 
against the words of our standards and was written by a member of oar 
owh body. If zl foreign minister had been the author, it would be an- 
other matter; but we cannot sit still, in the circumstances. The 
people, if we don't keep our form of worship, will say we are wrong. 
Now, when Presbyteiy s^y what they have just said, it binds them to 
regard the writer just as much as in any instance. 

Question on the s concluding paragraph; which was adopted, Mr. Steel 
dissenting. 

Mr. Engles moved, "that Dr. Green, Mr. M'Calla, and Mr.Latta, 
be a committee to wait on Mr. Barnes, to communicate to him. the re- 
sult of the deliberations of this Presbytery in the examination of hid 
sermon, and to converse with him freely and affectionately, on the 
points excepted to in that sermon; in the hope and expectation, that 
the interview will result in removing or diminishing the difficulties 
which have arisen in his case; and that they report at the next meeting 
of Presbytery. " 

Dr. JSly. We shall oppose, now that the trial is oyer, by our votes. 

Mr. M'Callcu We shall shew— 

Df. Ely. We have a right I oppose this measure as being the 
highest insult that could be offered to Mr. Barnes. 

Mr. Engies. The remark of Dr. Ely is highly censurable: he charges 
us with intending to insult a member of this body. Ought not Mr. B. 
to know the result of the proceedings, and to be conversed with re- 
specting the doctrines excepted to? 

Dr. Ely. This is not the act of the Presbytery yet I think it 
would be the highest insult to Mr. B. and hope, therefore, you will not 
carry it. It is not yet the act of Presbytery. 

Mr. Boyd. I hope it will be, soon. 

Mr. Darling, I do not know exactly, for what this committee is to 
be appointed. I hope the committee is to have a name. Will you 
give it the name of the Inquisitorial Committee, or the Catechising 
Committee*—^ 

Mr. Potts. I object to such language. 

Mr. M^Calla. I move that Mr. Darling be put on the committee, 
on account of his uncommon politeness. 

Mr. Darling. I hope I shall not be tempted to retort such speeches. 
I am in the habit of associating with gentlemen of my profession, and 
of discussing many questions with them; but never of using personali- 
ties. This 18 no place for wit, and sarcasm, and amusing the audience. 
In another place, I could meet the gentleman — 

Mr. M^Calla. Let him meet me, with his seconds. 

Dr. Ely. I protest against this indecent language. 

Mr. M'CaUa. A man that talks about an inquisitorial committee, 
deserves to be laughed out of society- 
Mr. Darling, /gave the committee no name. I asked if it was to 
be called Inquisitonal or Catechising, because I wished to know what 
it was for; and I was going to say, that the usual mode of communica- 
ting the transactions of a deliberative body, is the best: not to appoint 
gentlemen who have opposed Mr. B. or his views. To appoint a com- 
mittee consisting of' acknowledged opponents, two of them principal 
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actors in these proceedings, is a measure before unheard of. The 

proper cdurse would be, for the clerk to furnish Mr. B. with a copy 

of the minutes. If the object be to get Mr. B. to repent and recant, 

let it be stated. We have a right to vote, and I hope every member 

will vote. I agree in the opinion expressed, that Presbytery could not 

hurt jMr. B's feelings more, than by sending this committee. It is a 

step beyond every thing else in the business. I am not to be laughed f 

down by speeches made for the amusement of the audience. .* 

Mr. M^CaUa. Neither does his ^HnquisitoriaP^ affect me. 

Mr. Barling. If any member thinks I meant to reflect on him in 
using the expression, I assure him, Idid not so intend. I meant no 
disrespect. This is a body respectable not only for the character of ^ 

its members, but as a Christian assembly. Solemnity should prevail 
here; but, in another place, I might retort. 

Mr. M^Cattcu I have just found out, that he wanted to meet me ai 
the bar. I ^11 discuss the matter with him in Readins, when he pleases. 

Mr. Engks. So far from designing an insult to Mr. B. i meant it as 
a kindness to him, in his peculiar situation. What would the superior 
court say, if these things were not communicated to Mr. B.? Besides, 
I hoped this committee mi^t induce Mr. B. to explain himself more 
fully, and that on conversing with him, they might be favourably im- ^ 

pressed. Perhaps Mr. B. mi^ht convince them that they mistook his 
meaning, and the report mi^t be favourable. I undertake to say for 
Mr^ B. that he will not feel insulted. They will not go as inqidntors. 
No doubt, this measure would alleviate his feelings. i 

Moderator. In the book of Discipline, Chap. iv. Sect. 9, it is said: ^ ^ 

•*The judicatory, in many cases, may find it more for edification, to 
send some members to converse in a private manner, with the accused 
person; and if he confess guilt, lo endeavour to bring him to repent- 
ance, than to proceed immediately to citation." 

Br. Skinner asked for the reading of the minute proposed by Mr* 
Engles. 

Mr. M^Calla. Will Dr. S* listen to my explanation of facts? We 
may remember when a committee paid a visit to Mr. Chambers. 
I was one of them, and did not bite his nose off. We considered ^ 

it a Christian duty to call on him. Dr. Green and I talked of it, and 
I said I would have no objection to bein^*on the committee, even with 
the other M*Auley. I venture to predict however, that we shall be ) 

confirmed in our present impressions; and then we shall be exculpated 
from all chains of negligence, and relieved from all obligation to see 
him hereafter. 

Mr. Biggs. Was Mr. Chambers, then, an ordwn^d minister? 

Mr. M^Calla. I believe he was connected with us nearly; but there 
never was any charge of being inquisitorial, then. ' ' 

Mr. Biggs. I never knew he was connected with us. 

Mr, M^Calla. He preached in one of our con^egations. 
' ^ Dr. Crreen. I do not want to prevent Dr. Skinner from speaking; I 
rise to say, only, that I think this will not be hard upon Mr. B's feel- 
ings, but rather the contrary. 

Mr. Engles reads the minute. 

Dr. Sk&ner. I suppose I am consistent, in insisting on a vote now. 
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Ag%uiftt th^ ibrmer part i>f the proceedings I protested, and I do the 

aao^e^ now. Brethren have not a right to objurgate us with inconsist- 
ency. I oppose the appointment of this committee, as unconstitutionzil 
« for several reasons. If Mr. B. were not on a perfect parity with the 

a;^ rest of us, or if he were under process; then, according to the book of 

^ discipline, there might be such a committee. But if Mr. B. as jet, is 

., in good standing, equal to any of us, what construction can be put on 

/ this measure? It assumes that he has been censured; It is proceeding 

\ ivith measures suitable to reclaim one who is fallen or gone astray. He 

cannot look upon this course, as a brotherly one. We ought to avoid ir- 
ritating measures: we know the depravity of human nature. The com* 
mittee contains venerable men, but is chosen from Mr. B's opponents*, 
Has not this a tendency to irritate? Has Mr. B. been charged? is be 
condemned? is the investigation of his sermon equal to triai and con- 
viction, if he is still a brother rectus coram CQcksza? The stated clerk 
* can inform him of the proceeding before Presbytery. Mr. B. think» 

he is already a^neved; has declined explaining, on the ground of con- 
Sititutional ^cruples, and intends to complain. Shall we appoint a com- 
mittee to make him infer that he is considered a censurable, censured^ 
condemned member? Suppose Mr. B. shall say, that he cannot have 
a conference with your committee; because the whole business has 
been irregular, and he told you, this course of proceeding was, in his 
opinion, wrcmg: the report to Presbytery would be unfavorable. Let 
us do all we din to protect; not appoint a committee, the tendency of 
which must be, to give an impression that Mr. B. is considered as con* 
4f»nped. 

. Mr* Bigga cdlei attention to the expressions used in the section 
quoted from the Bo^l of Discipline. 

Mr. At^CaUa. Mr. Barnes at the meeting of Synod, dwelt upon our 
neglect of the use of the means for reclaiming those thought to be 
astray. If they think he has changed, they may think he will take 
offence* 

Mr. Faiterson. It is contrary to usage, as well as to the word of 
God* It is the proper course on an accusation, before trial, and is 
then useful; but after the trial has gone on, or while the trial is pend-, 
ing, it is wrong and irregular. I should consider such a measure <^ 
pressive. 

Mr. Boyd. Nothing could be more respectful or affectionate towards 
Mr. B. If it is not done, he must charge his friends with the neglect, 
And the officer of the house must deliver him the papers. Hereafter 
this might be a cause of complaint. When we send to him the father 
of the church in this place, will he be offended? If we do wrong, we 
flhall do it ignorantly. 

Mr. ' b It is conceded that clerical courtesy has been ne- 

glected hitherto. If the minister were not in this Presbytery, we would 
wait on him: then it might do. 

Dr. Ely, I call for the Ayes and Nays; that it may appear, we his 
friends do not agree to have another act of discipline superadded, to 
Aggravate the matter. 

l)r. Cheen. Let us do it and have done with it 

The Ayei and Nays were taken and were: Atbs 2fL. Nats 19r 
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Br. My. I gitie iiotice, titat we iball cottplaih to the ittfiieU^ 
A^semblj. 

Mr. M^Catla. I tnove Iftai Dr. Green and Mr. Engles be a coitttoil- 
tee, to ans ver the protest of Dr. El j and otfiers. 

Dr. i^Ainncr called up the report, on tlie erasures of cettaiii partd of 
the minutes. 

Mr. Engles (Reads the report ) It is said not struck out but eraaed^ 
that is nutlified. Dr. Skinner did not concur. 

Dr. Skinner. It seems to reflect on Mr. B. He said that he thought 
he had a right to appeal. In the report, is an implicalion as if he de- 
sired to arrest the proceedings, when no one doubts he was willing ta 
succumb. The motion has the appearance of assigning bad motives for 
Mr. B's conduct. 

Mr. Engles. I certainly did understand Mr. B. to saj, that he would 
appeal, in order to stay the proceedings. 

Dr. Skinner. So he did, but he yielded, on bein^ informed that his. 
appeal was not regular. The appearance of the motion is injurious. 

Mr. Engles. Tne motion was, to strike out— Mr. M^Cal la moved 
that the former minute be reinstated. As Mr. B. said so, we are right 
to say it. 

Mr. M'Catta. I would remind Dr. S. that when Mr. B. made his 
appeal, he was answered; and he then spoke and complained. £A few 
words obscure in the notes.] .. , 

Dr. Skinner. True, but this appeal was in a former stage of the bu- 
siness. In that place, he gave no reasons for his appeal. We ought 
not to give a wrong impf^ession. 

Mr Sf'Calla. If I remember right, it was at the very time of the se- 
cond appeal. 

Dr. Skinner. This refers to the first appeal. 

Mr. M^Cdla. But this [notes imperfect.] 

Mr. Biggs. Did it not appear, that he hadi once relinquished his ap- 
peal? 



[A remark of another gentleman, lost] 



Ir. Biggs, it might be worded so as not to impugn Mr. B's mo- 
tives. 

[A remark of another member lost ] 

Mr. Engles read the report again. 

Mr. Biggs. Is it too late to amend? I would allege constitutional 
reasons, that Mr. B. had not submitted to a regular trial and, tilere- 
fore, had no right to appeal. 

Mr. HamecL That is the same objection decided on before. 

Mr. Biggs. The brother does not understand ine. 

Mr. M^Calla. It is the very thing I wanted. 

Mr. Engles^ on request, read the motion with the amendment: "had 
no constitutional right to appeal. " 

M*". Hamed. I misunderstood Mr. Biggs. 

Question taken on accepting the report of the committee with the 
amendment, which had been accepted. 

The report was accepted and adopted* * 

Mr. . X would ask whether the committee onJAr. B*l re* 

quests are ready to report. 
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Dr. Ortilf^ I had no idea that we should be required to report^- so 

toon: we are'not ready. 
^ Mr. BdviUe requested, that somebody might be substituted in his 

place, on the committee. 
/ Dr. Skinner asked for the reading of the minutes of the session. 

: The minutes were read, and the Presbytery then adjourned, Hne die 
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